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PREFACE 
Local enthusiasts have been studying and writing about 
the history of Springfield, Massachusetts, for generations. 
They have, however, tended to concentrate upon the establish-
ment of the original settlement in 1636, and upon the colonial 
period. This is true of Mason Green's Springfield, 1636-1886, 
History of the Town arid City, which was written in connection 
with the celebration of the two hundred and fiftieth anni-
versary of the founding of the town. In this book, the only 
significant attempt at a complete history of the community, 
Springfield's development in the Nineteenth Century was 
evidently considered too fresh in the minds of the prospective 
readers, ~nd too poor in colorful episode, to warrant special 
attentionj even the Civil War was passed over briefly. 
On the other hand, Harry Andrew Wright concentrated in 
his writing, extending over a period of nea.rly half a cen-
tury and with most of it incorporated in his Story of Western 
Massachusetts, almost exclusively upon colorful episodes and 
. . 
individuals. Wright's work.is, however, generally uncritical, 
and devoid of documentation. Sources of this type have been 
used for the most part as guides in the utilization of the 
mass of available primary material. 
Monographs such as Derwent Whittlesey's "The Springfield 
Armory, 11 Father Peter Loughran's 11Western Massachus.etts and 
the Arms Supply in the Civil War, 11 and Felicia Deyrupts 
i 
Arms Makers of the Connecticut Valley, have traced special 
features of the communityrs participation in the Civil War, 
and have been very useful. Very useful, also, has been 
George Merriam's excellent ~iography.of Samuel Bowles. 
Up to the present time, however, no one has attempted 
ii 
to present a fairly complete analysis of the political history 
of Springfield during the Civil War. Such an analysis is the 
subject of this dissertation. Most rewarding among primary 
sources of information have been the files of the newspapers, 
the Springfield Daily Republican and the Springfield Daily 
Union. Among the manuscript collections used, the most im-
portant were the Henry L. Dawes Collection, in the Library of 
Congress, the Ames Family Papers, kindly made available to me 
by the late Elea.nor Ames Hale of Chicopee, Massachusetts, and 
the Bowles Family Papers, for the use of which I am indebted 
to Mr. Richard Hooker of Longmeadow, Massachusetts. 
The regimental histories have been useful for the units 
most closely associated with Springfield, and their details 
have been corroborated and substantiated in sucp general 
military histories as Dyer's Compendium of the War of the 
. . 
Rebellion, Massachusetts Soldiers~ Sailors, and Marines in 
the Civil War, Higginson's Massachusetts in the Army and Navy 
During the War of 1861~1865, Battles and Leaders of the Civil 
War and The War of the Rebellion: a Compilation of the Official 
Records of the Union and Confederate Armies. General secondary 
works concerning the Civil War have made it possible to place 
iii 
Springfieldts part in the conflict in its proper perspective. 
From the study of these and other sources of information 
there has emerged a vivid cons~iousness of a community which, 
a century ago and in microcosm, was working its way through 
a massive national crisis. 
CHAPTER I 
SP RINGF IEID IN 1850 
The city.or Springrield, Massachusetts, is, in the mid-
Twentieth Century, a very ordinary American community. Most 
particularly is it ordinary among the medium-sized cities or 
New England. Its economic activity is based largely on 
plastics, machinery, textile and paper manuracturing; and 
upon that basis there stands a commercial and rinancial 
structure presenting a total picture not markedly different 
rrom those of Worcester, Massachusetts, or Providence, Rhode 
Island. Culturally, too, the mixture of the old nyankeen 
stock with many thousands of the descendants of the later 
immigrant groups or Irish, French, Italian, Polish, and 
others, results in a total complex quite typical or modern 
New England. 
One hundred years ago, similar conclusions might justly 
have been drawn concerning Springrield. The city, its 
activities and its people, were then, also, 11 New England" in 
general aspect. Of course, both New England in general and 
Springrield in paruicular have undergone enormous changes since 
that time. In the early 1850's, Springfield was just beginning 
to experience the unusual influences which were to make the 
next hundred years of development very different, both in 
direction and pace, from the gradual evolution of the 
preceding two centuries. Irish and French-Canadian immigrants 
1 
2 
were beginning to settle in the community in unprecedented 
numbers. 1 The construction of railroads connecting Springfield 
~he best availab~e index of this development is to be 
f'ouil.d in the successive annual reports of' the Springfield 
School Committee, which were published annually in the · 
Strin~field Directory (Title varies:· Sprinffield Almanac, 
D rec ory and Business Advertiser, 1846; · Spr ligfleld Directory 
Preliminary to the Regular Issue of 1851,1850; Besseyfs · 
Springfield Directory, 1851-2 to 185'7-8; Newcomb's sprinffield 
Director{, 1858-9; Sprinffield City Directory and Advert ser, 
re59-6o o 18'74-5. · Pub! shers:- V:- W. Skif'f, Springfield, 
1846-50; M. ·Bessey; Springfield, 1851-2 to 1857-8; J'. M. Newcomb, 
Springfield, 1858-9; S. Bowles & Co., Springfield, 1859-60 
to 1871~2; c. w. Bryan & Co., 1872-3-to 1879-80. Hereafte-r.-.' 
referred to as SLti.'1:tlg:p,eJ,.d, _:01..re(}.t.~:t~ _with appropriate year.) 
The number of' ch~ldren in the c!ty school system who were of 
foreign-born parentage was not great enough to warrant special 
notice prior to 1852. In that year, the report of the Chair-
man of the School Committee stat-ed: nThere are quite a · 
number of Irish children in attendance, deserving of notice, 
who through the ~~~thf'ul. efforts of the teachers, and their 
own diligence, have made encouraging progress. tt Sprin~ield 
Directory 1852, p. 38. In the same year, it was thou~t 
sUfficiently noteworthy to mention the progress of Josephine 
Booth, tt ••• an excellent scholar d and the only· colored girl who 
has reached the High School •••• Ibid., p. 36. The year 1859 
was the first of a series of years-In which the statistical 
abstract of the activities of the schoolsystem included a 
separate item to indicate the number of' children of foreign 
parentage. In that year, of a total of school children between 
the ages of 5 and 15, which was listed as 2,455, the children · 
of foreign parentage numbered 830~ Springfield Directory,l860, 
p. 83 •. Most probably this does not justify-the obvious conclu-
sion that the population of Springfield was, i"n 1859, one-third 
foreign born. Other factors, sueh as the effects of religious 
and economic influences on the c~ild-producing capacities of' 
particular groups, were probably operative, but no Special 
evidence is available for this conclusion. Iri 1860, the 
eommitteets report stated that the·whole number 0~ children 
between the ages of 5 and 15 was 2,944 and "the Whole number 
of children of foreign parentage · (principally Irish) who have 
attended school-during-the year ••• is l,04'7.u Springfield 
Directory, 1861, p. 32. Again, in 1862, the total number of 
all children in the system was 3,090, while the number of 
children-of foreign parentage was 1,411. Springfield Directory, 
1863, pp. 18-~9. _It should be noted that the rate of' increase 
in the number-of children of foreign parentage, over this three-
year period, as compared with the rate o~ increase in the total 
number of cpildren in the system, was fairly remarkable and 
probably justifies the conclusion that immigrants, uprincipally 
Irish,u were coming to the community in unprecedented numbers. 
with Boston, New York and Albany had just recentlr been 
2 completed, and had thus put the city in a position to 
participate more actively than previously in the developing 
trade between the Atlantic coastal area and the Middle West. 
3 
The railroads also provided the basis of several new industrial 
enterprises in Springfield, including one company devoted to 
the manufacture of railroad cars.3 
Perhaps of more immediate importance than the new forms 
of economic activity which came to be established in Spring-
field in the 1850's was the genera~ quickening of the older 
industrial and commercial concerns. Again, this can probably 
2In 1851, Springfield was served by the Western Railroad, 
which· ran through Springfield from Boston to Albany; the New 
Haven, Hartford and Springfield Railroad, which connected 
New York Oity and Boston, running through New Haven~ Hartford 
and Springfield; and the Connecticut River Railroad, which 
ran north from Springfield to Greenfield, Brattleboro, 
Bellows Falls and Burlington. The construction of all of' 
these railroads had been completed in the previous decade. 
Springfield Daily Republican, January 1, 1851. 
3Important manufacturing enterprises directly connected 
with the railroads in 1851 were; Wright & Go., ·manufacturers 
of' locomotive cranks~ car axles and iron shafts, 9 employees; 
Trask's Iron Foundry, performing jobbing work of' railroad 
and mill castings, 15 employees; Wason Railway Oar Manufactory, 
producer of 30 to 50passenger cars and 200 to'300 freight 
cars per year, 90 to 100 employees; Sizer & Oo.'s Iron 
Foundry, producer of railroad·castings and car wheels, 20 
employees; Taylor & O~ane·ao., producer of heavy trucks, made 
200 railway carts in 1850, 8 employees~ Springfield Directory, 
1851-1853, pp. 134-167. It should also be noted that the 
headquarters of the Western Railroad·were ·located in-spring-
field, where the company had, among other activities, its 
own machine shop employing 40 men, its blacksmith shop 
employing 60 men. The-total nnmber of local employees in 
all capacities was 263. ~·, pp. 149-150. 
be attributed more directly to the railroads than to any 
other single factor. 
4 
As an old New England community, Springfield was dominated 
socially, economically, and politically by the "Yankee" stock 
that still constituted the greater part of the population. 
The newer groups of immigrants were as yet too few in numbers 
in the 18501s, and their members were too poor and uneducated, 
to enable them to offer any serious competition to the 
descendants of the older inhabitants in the matter of the 
direction of the community's life. This domi~ant group, 
being both biologically and culturally the.descendants of 
. -
the old Puritan stock, continued to reflect the typical 
stages of development to which portions of the same group 
had attained elsewhere in New England. Mainly English in 
descent, Congregational or Unitarian in r~ligion~ these 
people evinced those characteristics of sobriety, industry, 
and conservative self-satisfaction which are associated with 
the designation "Puritan." They were a group of people who 
believed in God, and had His name often in their spoken and 
written utterances. They were active, even zealous, supporters 
of their denominations and particular congregations. Indeed, 
a substantial portion of their social activities had some 
connection with their church affiliations. Their ministers 
continued to be among the outstanding and leading men of 
the community. Perhaps no single individ~al was _better 
known or held in more general high esteem, in Springfield in 
the l850ts, than Dr. Samuel Osgood, pastor of the old First 
Chu~ch. 
The dominant class in Springfield in the 1850's had a 
high respect for education, and made sacrifices, when neces-
- . - - -
sary, to _send ':.t.it, .. · sons to Monson, Wilbraham, or Williston 
Academie_s, and subsequently to Yale, Harvard, Amherst, and 
Williams Colleges. It should be noted that they were a 
law-abiding, but distinctly lit~s people. For among the 
leading men of the community was a very large proportion of 
. . . 
lawyers, m?st of the younger ones the products of Harvard 
Law School. Outstanding rumong these men of the law were 
. . 
George Ashmun, attorney, elder statesman, scholar,_conver-
sationalist, and friend of great men, and Reuben A. Chapman, 
later Chief Justice of the Supreme Judicial Court of 
Massachusetts. 
The members of this upper class were generally Whig in 
their politics while the Whig party endured; subsequently, 
they split briefly among the "Know-Nothings" and Free Soilers, 
only to coalesce later in the Republican party.4 There was 
among them little di~~erence of opinion on those issues of 
a social or economic character which divide men into liberal 
J 
and conservative groupi~gs; they were nearly all at least 
moderately conservative. On the issue of slavery, their 
serious Chris.tian convictions forbade them to approve of the 
4 . See below, Chap. IV, passim. 
5 
institution. But distance dulled the edge of the evil to 
their consciences, and their characteristic respect for 
property, for constitutional law, and for the virtue of mind-
ing one's own business, caused them to shy back in alarm 
from the occasional active Abolitionist Who forced himself 
upon their consciousness. Generally, they preferred to 
ignore the problem. 
These people were, in short, substantial citizens, 
conscious of, and proud of, their .stake in the community. 
They built and lived in substantial houses, raised good-
sized families, and lived well but moderately, avoiding 
ostentation and vulgar display. Their little community was 
small enough to permit them quickly to know all that went 
on within it; 5 and the code by which they lived permitted 
them quickly to decide what they thougbtof each new event. 
For affairs which occurred beyond their own limited 
physical horizons, this dominant class had an informer, and 
a ready opinion-moulder in their already well-known daily 
newspaper, the Springfield Republican. Other journals had 
come and gone, several more were to come and go; for the 
whole period covered by this essay, the Republican remained 
6 
5nThe exact population of the city in 1852 was 12,498 
inhabitants." Alfred M. Copeland, nour Gounty and Its Peoplett: 
A History of Hampden County_. (Boston·: 'The Century Memorial 
Publishing Co., 19o2),II, 65; in 1855, the population was 
13,788 1 City Directory, 1859-18P0, p.·1o; and in'l860, the 
population was 15,200~ City Directory, 1861-1862, p. 14. 
solidly present--and dominant. 6 That the editorial policy 
of this newspaper, a ms:>derately conservative one, reflected 
the opinions of the ruling majority of the community's 
citizens, is attested to by its consistently wide circula~ion 
and its steady prosperity in the face of all rivals.~ 
For all practical purposes, this dominant segment of 
Springfield's population ean·be referred to as the people. 
of Springfield. And the people of Springfield were, in ~he 
late 1850's, roused by the issue of slavery to an e~c~tement 
that was surely based upon a re-examination of theirconvic-
tions. They were further stirred by the Secession crisis 
to a disgust with the flabbiness of the Buchanan administration 
which caused them to place their allegiance to the Republican 
~arty on an emotional parity with their religious convictions. 
6The Sprin!field Journal was sold to the Sprin~ield 
Republican in 1 35; and the ~pringfield Gazette, wh~h had 
been founded in 1831 for the purpose of opposing the Sprin~field 
Republican, gave up the contest and was merged in its riva 
in 1848. Richard Hooker, The Story of an Indeaendent 
Newspaper; One Hundred Years of the Springfiel Republican, 
1824-1924 (New York: The Macmillan Company, 1924), pp. 46-47. 
The Haltl.pden Whi~, later the Hampden Post, lasted from 1830. 
to 1843; the In-elendent Democrat lasted from 1841 to 1844; 
the Hampden Intel igencer, an anti-Masonic publication 
founded in 1831, was gone ·in one year; and the Hampden 
Washin~tonia.n,·which favored temperance, lasted from 1842 
to 184 • L. N. Clark, ttThe Press of Hampden County--Its 
History and Development," · nou.r County and· Its People'~; A 
History of Hampden County, edited by K.·M. Copeland (Boston: 
The Century Memorial P~blishing Company, 1902), I, 125-128. 
·~In the year 1860, when the city's population numbered 
15,200, the Gireulation of the Daily Republican amounted to 
5,700. In addition, the.Weekly Re~ublican6 c~mposed of items. excerpted from.the Daily,amounted o II 28 ; of this total, 
'7,2'71 went to subscribers in Massachusetts, 1,415 to subscribers 
in Connecticut, and the remainder reached all of the northern 
states and territories. Springfield Daily Republican,June 18,1860. 
Finally, they were outraged by the firing upon Fort Sumter 
and the beginning of the Rebellion, outraged to such an 
extent that they, and the surrounding communities Which 
together with them constituted Hampden County, promptly and 
consistently met every voluntary and mandatory call upon 
their numbers for soldiers. This last, and most positive 
indication of their enthusiasm was sustained for the entire 
period of the War, even in the face of steadily mounting 
casualty lists which showed a death toll among their 
soldiers far in excess of the national averages. 8 
Meanwhile, throughout the period of the war, the 
economic prosperity of the community quickened and swelled. 
Old manuracturing enterprises grew enormously, and new ones 
were born and brought to a condition of healthy maturity in 
what must have seemed an amazingly brief space of time. New 
employment opportunities, in turn, attracted thousands of 
American and foreign workers to~th.e community, and this 
8 
created a whole new set of sociological influences and problems, 
the details of which must be considered outside the scope of 
this work. Indeed, it may be said that the Civil War, 
considering its direct effects and its more subtle and indirect 
results, wrought such change upon the body of the community 
that it was truly a different entity in 1865 from what it 
8A detailed discussion of this phase of the subject 
is presented in Chap. VI, below. 
had been in 1850. No fifteen year period of its previous 
history had witnessed any major development which was not 
due to the natural maturation of the old, familiar dynamics 
of the society. This particular period witnessed a change 
that was quite different. 
In the final analysis this change was, in very large 
measure, a product of the war. And the war was a product 
of the slavery controversy. 
9 
CHAPTER II 
SLAVERY AND ABOLITIONISM IN THE 18501 8 
It has been remarked above that Springfield was 
conservative. on the issue of slavery, in the early l850ts. 
So it was. The clearest demonstration of this conservatism, 
which could be roused to action, came in mid-February of 
1851, when the English abolitionist, George Thompson, came 
to town. He was scheduled to address an anti-slavery 
meeting at Hampden Hall on the 17th, and made what was, 
perhaps, the mistake of arriving in the town tw? days early, 
thus giving opportunity for those who would oppose his 
appearance to get their work done. But he told the story 
mo·st graphically himself: 
I write this under peculiar circumstances. 
The night before last, the effigies o:f John Bull and 
myself were suspended from the trees in the square 
of this-~~aty ~ and a very inflalltll1B.to:J:lW' placard posted 
throughout the streets. This morning~ the Springfield. 
Republican contained an article o:f an excitine; quality, 
and the consequence is~ that at this moment~ (8 p.m.) 
the City is in a state of great·commotion. The 
Hotel is surrounded by Irishmen~ and other rowdies--
a bonfire blazes in front of my window--the Select 
Men, and the constabulary are on the qui vive--the 
air is rent with yells--the Hall in which I was to 
have spoken has been refused--My room is filled 
with citizens (the friends of free discussion), 
and Senators, Divines and others who have come 
various distances to attend the meeting. Every 
moment brings me reports from the enemies' camp, 
and Edmund Quincy, who is here, and·went out to see 
the sight, bas been mistaken for me, and escorted 
home by the police. 
I am just informed that another Hall has been 
procured and that we are to make the experiment of 
10 
holding a meeting to-morrow morning at i past 
nine. Garrison, I am sorry to·say, is for the 
present laid aside by sickness; ••• Wendell Phillips 
is on hand--Anne and Lucia·weston are here on 
their way to New York City, Boston reporters are 
sending telegraphic dispatches, and all is, I 
assure you, very lively. Drums are beating and 
squibs and crackers are exploding. All is going 
on well. The leaven is working, and the in~ 
voluntary silence of tonight will do more·for 
the good cause than any thing I could say. 
I will try and send you a line·again 
to-morrow. That is, if his Majesty, the Mob 
permits.l 
Despite the display of mob violence, Mr. Thompson did 
2 
make his speech, and moved on, doubtless to other stirring 
scenes. It is interesting to note that those of the citizens 
of Springfield who changed their.moral judgments with the 
fickle tides of popular opinion (and, on this issue, this 
included the majority) were not allowed to luxuriate in the 
selective amnesia which might have given comt'ort to their 
bad consciences on the occasion of Thompson's next visit to 
the city. Thirteen years later, in March of 1864, Thompson's 
second visit was reported by the Springfield Daily Union, a 
radical publication which was at this time only a few months 
old. The Union reported Thompson as making much of the 
change which had taken place in Springfield since his last 
visit. He belabored the Republican, _and stated that the 
· 
1George Thompson to [Stephen S. Foster?], February 17, · 
1851, Norcross Collection, Massachusetts Historical Society, 
Boston, Massachusetts. 
2springfield Daily ReEublican, February 19, 1851. 
ll 
12 
change was wholly the Republican's, not his.3 More directly, 
an earlier Union editorial had stated bluntly, ttHis 
[Thompson's] enemies will now admit that abolitionism is 
less black than they painted it, and American slavery a 
shade blacker. u4 
What the Republican had done, back in 1851, to deserve 
the curse of Mr. Thompson, was to follow a staunchly 
conservative editorial policy. On the morning of the day 
when Mr. Thompson had the pleasure of advancing. the tt good 
causen through being hanged in effigy in Court Square, the 
Republican had expressed itself thus: 
This evening, according to announcement, 
George Thompson, the English abolitionist, 
accompanied by William Lloyd Garrison and 
Wendell Phillips, will make his appearance at 
Hampden Hall, for the purpose, we presume, of 
denouncing the American Constitution, libelling 
the Christian Church, and abusing the greatest 
and best men, living and dead, that have ever 
impressed their names upon our country's history. 
We. allude to the meeting more in sorrow than in 
any stronger or harsher sentiment, for we presume 
that it Will be made, like its long line of 
predecessors, in this and other towns, the scene· 
of pitiful fanaticism, blind perversion of truth, 
and such handling of sacred things as shall wound 
the moral sense like the naked blow of blasphemy. 
The audience, if composed alone of sympathizers, 
will be very small, and we trust that only such 
will be present. The way to treat such men is to 
let them alone--to keep away from them. Let them 
rail at each other and the walls. Curiosity to see 
and hear them, and opposition to them are the very 
·blood on which they live. 5 
3springfield Dailz Union, March 16, 1864. 
4Ibid., February 12, 1864. 
5springfield Daily ReEublican, February 17, 1851. 
Doubtless this editorial seemed nexcitingtt enough to 
Thompson, especially if he attributed the mob scene that 
followed to its influence. But clearly, the editorial did 
not advocate exciteme~t, but rather deprecated it, if only 
for strategic reasons. Indeed, the Republican appeared the 
next day with a report and an editorial, on the events of 
the previous evening, which occupied a ru11 column and a 
6 quarter and in which the violence was condemned. It 
13 
reported the town selectmen as having apprehended disturbances 
and havingn ••• appointed twenty ... one ext:r;>a constables for the 
preservation of order at the Hall during the lecture." It 
reported that the owners of Hampden Hall cancelled the 
engagement and that a mob was active in Court Square all 
evening until a_late hour. It stated that this was a nrowdy, 
lower class mob ••• n stimulated and used as n ••• mere 
instruments of more influential and more respectable citizens ••• n 
who had fanned the excitement and planned the arrangements 
for interfering with the course of law and order. The 
Republican, in this editorial, plainly condemned mob action 
for the purpose of suppressing freedom of speech. As to 
the identity of the more ttinfluential and respectable 
citizenstt referred to as the instigators of the violence, 
no hint was given in this editorial or elsewhere; consequently, 
68pringfield Daily Republican, February 18, 185l. 
it may be supposed that they were the leaders of that small 
portion of the upper class of the community which gave its 
allegiance to the Democ~atic ~party. 7 
In this connection, it should be noted that While the 
Republican affectedto despise the "rowdy, lower class mob 11 
. . 
of the night of February 17, 1851, it was also well aware 
of the fact that the members of the lower class were 
enfranchised~ and that their votes could be of some 
significance. Consequently, the Republican was not too 
noble to play upon the passions of the ignorant; and the one 
point at which the passions of the ignorant, native-born 
New Englander met the passions of the newly arrived Irish 
immigrants was Anglophobia. The editorial of February 17, 
1851, in which the Republican predicted that the English 
Mr. Thompson would denounce the American Constitution, the 
Christian Church and the Founding Fathers, certainly carried 
its fairly subtle burden of Anglophobia. The Republican 
was a good deal less subtle during the election campaign of 
14 
7r:r this supposition is correct, then the-leading figure 
among the conspirators may have· been Erasmus D •. Beach, to 
whom further reference will be made later. It is interesting 
to note now, however, that the Republican applied consistently 
to the local Democrats a special f'orm of treatment which · 
it also applied consistently to all competitive newspapers. 
This consisted simply in never mentioning them, except in 
the most general terms. This was undoubtedly effective, 
probably doing both the local Democrats and other local 
newspapers more harm than storms of abuse would have done. 
It is certain, at any rate, that·the technique aroused the 
editors of the Sprin~field Union, founded in January of 
1864, to a fury whic expressed itself for years, beginning 
with the very first issue, in a constant stream Of abuse 
directed to stinging a reply from the Republican, but ever 
in vain. 
15 
1852, when it published an editorial on Franklin Pierce 
entitled ttThe British Candidate for the American Presidency.tt 
The editorial required some stretching to live up to the 
promise of the title, but it reasoned that the utterances 
of the Queen, her ministers and the London Times demonstrated 
that the British favored Pierce because he would be subser-
vient to the South and John C. Calhoun, and their policy 
was beneficial to England. 8 
Again, on the morning of election day in 1852, seemingly 
in desperation over a campaign which it sensed to be already 
lost, the Republican went further in this matter of Anglophobia 
than it had ever done before, or was ever to do again. It 
appealed to local voters of Irish origin to support General 
Scott, the Whig candidate, as ~he man who once « ••• saved. 
the Irish prisoners from death. tt Do not vote for Franklin 
Pierce, it ~le~ded, for.he is the candidate of the English 
monopolists, 11 ••• men who ruined you at home, and seek now 
to ruin and rule the country of your adoption. tt9 
8springfield Daily Republican, July 28, 1852. The 
editor was aware of the magic of a name; Calhoun, at this 
· time, had been in his grave for more than two years. Of 
course, this may not be, in itself, any fUrther evidence of 
demagoguery on the part of the Republican, for Calhoun's 
spirit and.principles continued very much alive. 
9Ibid., November 2, 1852. The reference to the Irish 
prisoners is related to a minor incident of the Mexican 
War, concerning which the Whigs made much to do in this 
election, in a vain attempt to wean the Irish voters away 
from the Democratic Party. The charge that Pierce was a 
candidate of the English monopolists rested, of course, on 
the point that the Democrats opposed the protective tariff, 
while the Whigs favored it. 
During the election year of 1852, the question of 
slavery_was, quite naturally, much agitated throughout the 
country. In S~ringfield, while there were undoubtedly a 
few persons who were committed abolitionists, as well as 
a_few others who were such committed Democrats that they 
took an almost Southern view· of the question, the upper 
class native-born segment of the populati?n was mainly 
opposed to slavery, but with reservations. Of ~his group, 
the Republican was the mentor and the spokesman, and its 
. . . 
utte~ance on this subject ove~ a period of months, was 
full, decisive and reasonable. 
16 
In mid-March of that year, the paper spoke of resolutions 
introduced in the Massachusetts House of Representatives on 
the previous day by George F. Hoar of Worcester, a Fr~e 
Soiler, which were strongly anti-slavery in eharaeter, and 
10 
strongly opposed to the national Fugitive Slave Law. 
The editorial asserted that the resolutions " ••• will serve 
to keep up the agitation on the slavery question ••• 11 and 
to injure the Compromise. The Republican condemned the 
resolutions as unwise and repeated the burden of its message 
the next day. 
Later that spring th~ Republican noted that ~he anti-
slavery resolutions of Mr. Hoar had been pige6n-holed in 
10 . . Springfield Daily Republicant March 12, 1852. 
the State Legislature. It continued: 
We are not among those who· deem it important that 
the well settled sentiments of Massachusetts on 
the subject of Slavery should be paraded before 
the world in the form of Legislative Resolves 
every year. In fact; we think that there·haa 
been quite too much of this in past years, and 
that the reputation of our·good old Commonwealth 
has suffered some in consequence.ll 
But for all the Republican_',~ desire to let sleeping 
17 
dogs lie, it was capable of bristling in the face of Southern 
aggressi~eness, capable of standing up to set the record 
straight. In mid-May 1852, in an editorial entitled "A 
Protest," it stated that Southerners in Congress were now 
trying to get their respective parties to commit themselves 
nationally to regard the Compromise of 1850 as a "finality.n12 
The Republican said that it wished to have no disturbance 
of the Compromise whatever, but that, nevertheless, there 
could be no such thing as a "finality" in· this kind of 
legislation; no more than could a tariff which conduced to 
the benefit of the North be regarded as a finality. 
Two weeks later the Republican reported the passag~ 
of a Fugitive Slave Law, by the new State of California, 
by the terms of which masters who brought slaves into 
California prior to its admission to the Union had been 
granted one year in which to remove the slaves, after which 
llspringfield Daily Republican, May 5, 1852. 
12 
· ~:1',May 13, 1852. 
t~e all such persons would be legally free.l3 The 
Republican condemned this law on the ground tbat it made 
slaves of men who were free under the Mexican law Which 
prevailed until its passage. 
18 
When the Democratic Convention put together its platform 
in Baltimore in June~ the Republican immediately recognized 
that one of its provisions was designed to t1gag0 the 
Congress in the matter of discussing anything relating to 
slavery. The Republican condemned the attempted n gagtt: 
We do not profess to be extremists in 
regard to this unfortunate topic of 
slavery. We discountenance any uncalled 
for agitation or the subject--but we 
are opposed to a tthands off 11 policy. 
Why should not the subject of,slavery 
be discussed in the proper time and . 
place~ like every other subject? 
· We propose occasionally to recur 
to this Baltimore platform~ for the purpose 
of illustrating its exclusive Southern 
tendencies~ and to show how entirely it 
seeks to emasculate the free spiri4 of' 
the Celtic and Anglo-Saxon North. 
That the Republican was aware of the multiplicity of 
problems which would~ of necessity~ arise from elimination 
of slavery in the states is only too clear. Indeed it was 
13springfield Daily Republican~ May 27, 1852. 
14Ibid~, June 16, 1852. Note the generous inclusion of' the 
Celtic element in the Northern population~-and in the place 
of honor, first. Except at election time, such generosity 
was notably absent. 
the abolitionists' ignoring of these problems which caused 
the newspaper to condemn them. 15 For, quite apart from 
the constitutional issues involved, the complexities of 
~hese problems, as they were envisioned by some earnest 
opponents of slavery in the 1850's, were so great as to be 
paralyzing to those who were_too practical to ignore them. 
Abraham Lincoln himself was one of these practical men, as 
was Samuel Bowles of the Springfield Republican. The 
Republican concluded a long editorial on the subject, in 
June o.f 1852, with the statement, "abolition in the United 
States, without colonizati,on, is an impossibility.t•l6 
19 
In mid-July of 1852, the Republican presented its 
general opinion on slavery to the effect that it was opposed 
to ttthe institution," and was convinced that all Massachusetts 
was so; but it saw no point in agitating the question 
unnecessarily when no purpose was to be served by so doing. 
If a new state should now t~y_to enter the Union, without 
a prohibition of slavery, " ••• an earnest, and, we trust, 
an effectual resistance would be made. u The Olltly question 
now open, it_continued, was the Fugi~ive Slave Law, and 
that would soon become a dead letter. 
Notwithstanding the article'ih the 
Constitution on the subject, we have 
·
15see als~ the remark of Judge Reuben A. Chapman, in 
1860, ·to the.effect that abolitionists were killing the 
Party, below, p.90. 
16 Springfield Daily Republican, June 23, 1852. 
no idea that any tfugitive slave] 
law can be framed that shall have 
a~practical vitalitt. It co~td 
too much all aro'tln.d. And then, 
there is the Opinion Of the Who J.e 
civilized world concerning Slavery, 
which is impossible to resist.l7 
Two weeks later, the Republican presented a bit more 
of its general philosophy on this question, in commenting 
on Senator Charles Sumner's attempt to have the Fugitive 
Slave Law repealed. The main points of the editorial were 
eminently practical! the Senator's attempt was dangerous, 
because of the present temper of the South, and the repeal 
was politically impossible at this time anyway; the Law was 
constitutionally sound Whether the North liked it or not, 
and it would soon become a dead lett~er in any case. It 
~continued: 
On all other questions relating to Slavery, 
our hands are unfettered. On the one~ great 
question--its non~extension beyond~s 
present limits--we have the staff fully in 
our hands.l8 ~ 
By the middle of 1852, then, it is clear that the 
Springfield Republican had arrived at a basic stand on the 
issue of slavery which it did not find it necessary to alter 
during the next thirteen years. The stand consisted of a 
quiet, steady opposition to slavery, a conviction that it 
17springfield Daily Republican, Juay 17, 1852. 
18 Ibid., August 3, 1852. 
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was doomed by the logic of history, and a realization that 
the eventual working out of the problem would, inevitably, 
be f.raught with such complexities and. such dangers that the 
self-appointed contempo~ary prophets of thesimple solution 
were children or madmen. Over the course of this thirteen-
year period, the Republican':B_ editorial policy with respect 
21 
to tactical moves against the upeculiar institution" displayed 
a changing and developmental character which pretty well 
paralleled the developing attitude of the North as a whole, 
but the basic strategy remained consistent. In the final 
analysis, the course of the Republican's editorial policy, 
. - ... _,- . 
There is every reason to believe that the attitude of 
the Republican on this issue was both the molder and shaper 
of the opinion of the dominant class in Springfield, and an 
accurate reflection of it. 
It should be noted here that the author's continued 
insistence upon the reality of a dominant upper class to 
and for whom the Republican usually spoke, is based upon a 
conclusion arrived at over years of research. The evidence· 
for it is not capable of being presented in the form of 
outright statements of persons of the Civil War generation, 
but consists in a host of casual references. A mountain 
of innuendo is no less a genuine landmark for its being 
composed of small parts. 
Yet it is also true that the growing lower class of 
the population--and it was the lower class that did most of 
the growing, mainly through Irish ~igration--was there, 
22. 
was able to vote, and generally voted Democratic. These 
factors did make election campaigns in Springfield and vicinity 
something more than mere formalities. In the whole period 
under consideration in this work, the Democrats never 
carried an election for a national political office, but 
the results were sometimes surprisingly close. In the 
campaign of 1852, for example, the results were as follows: 
Hampden County 
Springfield 
Scott 
3545 
. 906 
Pierce 
3458 
854 
Hale 
?f5l{ 
239 
Others 
10 19 .,., 
However conservative on the issue of slavery the 
community may have been in the.late 1840's and the very 
early 1850's, it is clear that, by the middle Fifties, 
there was beginning to be a decid.ed change in attitude. 
19 Springfield Daily Republican, November 3, 1852. 
On March 15, 1854, the ministers o~ Hampden County, who 
were still exercising some intellectual leadership in the 
· community, held a meeting in Spring~ield to protest against 
the passage of the Nebraska Bill. This meeting was presided 
over by tbsRev. Dr. Samuel Osgood. That Dr. Osgood presided 
was quite natural, for he was a very old man at this time, 
in the last months of his pastorate, and had been pastor of 
the First Church for forty-five years. 20 During a good part 
of this period, he had been an active abolitionist. · This 
meeting,. which was composed of !:!.bout fifty of the seventy-
. odd ministers of the County was, reported the Republican, 
••• characterized by great enthusiasm and unanimity 
of feeling. A deep sense of the obligations of the 
ministry in the present crisis seemed to pervade 
all, and the sentiments they uttered, while full 
o~·kindness and humanity, had a dash of Young 
Ain.eriC:anis:ril. which is seldom heard from the 
"white cravatted .• tt Senator Douglas's attack on 
the New·England clergymen in the Senate; on 
Tuesday, had evidently·roused their ire, and 
they handled the senatorial demagogue without 
gloves .21_ 
20Jrumes G. Gilkey, The History of South Congregational 
Church (Springfield! Centennial Committee of South Congre-
gational Church, 1942), pp. 7-12. When he assumed his 
pastorate in 1809, his church was the only religious 
institution in Springfield. He lived to see some six other 
Congregational churches established within the old limits 
of his parish, as well as·the establishment of numerous 
competitors--several Protestant denominations, and one 
Catholic church. 
21 
Spring~ield Daily Republican, March 16, 1854. 
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The ministers issued an address to church members which 
justified their present political action (while not generally 
approving of the clergy meddling in politics) on the ground 
that the present question involved the morality of the whole 
nation. They concluded by approving resolutions which 
condemned the Nebraska Bill and the whole institution of 
slavery. This was the first such action by any organized 
g~oup in the community; and it is clear that, While the 
ministers were opposed to the substance of the Nebraska 
Bill, they were moved to act mainly because of Senator 
Douglas's attack upon themselves as a group. 
In this action, and in their general attitude, the 
. ~ - . 
clergymen were expressing the basic feeling of the community 
on the subject of the Nebraska Bill. A private correspondent 
of the Republican, who identified himself as "John," in a 
letter published in late March, amplified this expression 
as follows, on the actions of Senator Douglas: 
Senator·Douglas says: nThis large body of 
preachers have prostituted the sacred desk to·· the 
miserable and corrupting influence of party politics{. 
this pool of dirty water--these base party politics. t 
Is there any man deeper in the pool than 
Douglas'? Who has stirred the pool and pol·J..tt:13red 
its water more than Douglas?· How can the New 
England clergy help him out of that "dirty, base 
pool of party politics" unless they go down 
where he is? 22 
The Springfield Republican began its edi~orial comment 
22. . Springfield Daily Republican, March 30, 1854. 
against the Nebraska Bill with adverse mention of it on 
February 10, 1854, and continued with more or less extended 
editorials for a solid two months. 23 And when the bill 
25 
had become law, the Republican thus analysed the significance 
of its passage: 
The record proves that the North is but 
two-thirds free; one-third of it is basely, 
meanly slave. Forty-three out of 132 northern 
members of Congress have·bent their necks to 
the slave-holding collar, and marched into the 
field· wider tbe crack of the slave driver's 
whip •••• What is the North going to do about it? 
We now ask the question. And we wait to see. 
Will it bow its neck in humility and take the 
yoke upon it? Or will it--as we pray it may--
rise up in its real strength, break away from 
the trannnels of party make itself free, and 
then say to Slavery--lrbe content with what·you 
have now despoiled, but no more aggression, no 
more nationalization of the curse, no more · 
violation of the plighted honor of the country. 1124 
Two days later, the Republican had made up its mind as 
to trwhat the North Should Do, n and offered a program under 
an editorial so entitled. In substance it urged: 
1. That the Northern people for.m emigration societies 
to send foreigners and native Americans to 
Nebraska to insure its preservation for freedom. 
Kansas would be more difficult, but the same 
thing could be done there. 
23springfield Daili Republican, February 10; 1854; also· 
the issues of February 13, 14, 15, 16, ·17, 18,20; 21, 22, 23, 
24, 25; 27; 28; March 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 7t 8, 9, 11; 14, 17, 18, 
20, 21, 22, 23, 25, ~7, 28, April 4 ana April 11, 1854. 
24Ibid., May 25, 1854. 
2. Re-elect every Senator and Representative, regard-
less of party, who steadfastly opposed the Nebraska 
Bill from beginning to end. 
3. Defeat for re-election all who supported the bill, 
regardless of party: " ••• every Congressman who 
. . 
has been false to his section, false to the faith 
of the nation and false to the spirit of liberty 
in the matter." 
4. Move to the formation of.a new party: "Let all 
men Who think alike as to the great political 
outrage of the t~e, s~~~.all minor considerations 
and all petty disputes ••• , throwing to the winds 
all effete party organizations and prejudices.n25 
Another indication of grow~g anti-slaverY sent~ent 
in the mid-Fifties is to be found in an incident in which 
the chief actor was on~ of the community's leading attorneys, 
Reuben Atwater Chapman. Mr. Chapman was a member of a 
social organization of professional and business men calling 
itself ttThe Club. n At a meeting of this organization which 
took place in 1855 or 1856, the point was raised that the 
Kansas settlers should not be sent unarmed. Mr. Chapman 
said he believed that they should be armed, and he proposed 
. . 
to donate one Sharps• rifle to the cause. Other members of 
The Club followed his lead, but his law partner, Franklin 
Chamberlin, demurred at such a flouting of law. "In that 
25springfield Daily Republican, May 27, 1854. 
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case,u said Mr. Chapman, reportedly, ttr will give two -guns, 
one for myself and one for the credit of' the f'irm.n26 
This story concerning Reuben Chapman has all the more point 
when one considers the r~arks of' his friend and pastor, 
Rev. 3. G. Buckingham, on the occasion of' Chapmanrs funeral 
in 1874: 
27 
By many he was deemed too conservative, especially 
in anti-slavery discussions, and in being such a 
pronounced colonizationist. He bad a great respect 
for existing institutions, and even existing evils 
in his estimation were not so bad as something else 
might ·be. But even here, when the Kansas troubles 
began, and he saw that_slavery was to be extended 
over the free North, as well as the South, It 
encountered no more decided opponent •••• And when 
the war of' the Rebellion broke out, he counselled 
from the first the liberation of the slaves, and 
gave his whole influence to the support of' the 
government in this matter, when timid men, ·and 
constitutional lawyers~ hesitated about it, if' 
they did not oppose it.27 
The Springfield Republican was one of the first to 
propose meeting the threat posed by the passage of' the 
Kansas-Nebraska Act with organized emigration. In early 
May, 1854 a lead editorial under the title nAssociated 
26Harry Andrew Wright, The Stoh:I of' Western Massachusetts 
(New York: Lewis Historical Publish ng Co., 1949), I, 416. 
This vignette is offered by Wright as one of' many bits of' 
authentic local history which he obtained in 1893 and 1894 
by interviewing elderly persons who were active in Spring-
field before and during the Civil War. 
27s. G. Buckingham, Disco~rse at the Funeral of Reuben 
Atwater Chapman Chief Justice of' the Supreme Court of' 
Massachusetts (Springfield, Massachusetts: Clark W. Bryan 
Co., 1874), p. 8. Italics mine, J. F. M. 
Emigration versus Slavery,n suggested sponsored emigration 
for the purpose of. 
voting slavery·down •••• Such associations need not 
be limited in their purposes to thenew territories. 
There is the state of Missouri, perhaps the best 
state in the Mississippi Valley for the abode of 
freedom • ." •• We would advise abolitionists, who have 
spent so much vain breath here, to form such 
associations and emigrate to Missouri. If they 
will get rid of their bad temper and bad language 
and enlist the Germans and other free laboring 
races of'Europe with them in any well-concerted 
movement, they may in half a dozen years give 
freedom to the state of Missouri.28 
28 
In mid-June, the Republican reported the recent founda-
tion of the Massachusetts Emigrant Aid Society, approved 
of the organization and commended it to Republican readers. 29 
Again, a month later, it reported the organization of the 
Union Emigration Society, and printed its constitution and 
appropriate letters from ·the organizationts officers, 
notably from its president, Massachusetts Congressman 
J. z. Goodrich; all of this with approbation.30 
In July, also, the Republican printed a letter to the 
editor from Reuben A. Chapman, passing on portions of a 
letter which he had just received from a Kansas settler, 
who said that there was no reason for anyone to fear going 
there; Indians, disease, Southern violence and other supposed 
28springfield Daily Republican, May 5, 1854. 
29Ibid., June 13, 1854. 
30 Ibid., July 12, 1854. 
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obstacles all were greatly exaggerated. 31 There is no 
evidence, however, to indicate that there was any response 
in the form of actual emigration by people in the Springfield 
area. 
In September of 1854, a group of leading citizens acted 
to for.m an Emigration League to assist in the settling of 
Kansas. 32 Under the chairmanship C?f Reube~ Chapman, the 
meeting opened with a prayer by Dr. Osgood, and included 
speeches by Mr. Chapman, Eli Thayer of Worcester and 
Moses Kimball of Boston. As to action, those present formed 
a joint stock company, open for subscription, in which they 
shrewdly combined an appeal to militant sectionalism with 
an appeal. to the desire for personal gain. In explaining 
the nature of the company, the Republican stated that 
n ••• though it expends so much in various ways to the aid 
of the emigrants, it is still almost certain to return its 
stockholders a handsome percentage from the advance in the 
value of the lands of which it buys a sm~ll proportion in 
every locality that its emigrants settle.n The_ degree of 
success with which the company met in obtaining popular 
support is not ascertainable. 
As to the support given by Springfield, in the form of 
money and supplies, to the general effort to settle Kansas 
3 lspringfie ld Daily Republican, July 22, 1854 . 
. - . 
32Ibid., September 5, 1854. 
30 
as nfreen territory, the evidence is fragmentary. Certainly, 
as indicated above, some prominent individuals were interested 
to the extent of investing time and effort in the movement. 
The anec~ote concerning Reuben Chapman's willingness to 
donate " ••• two guns, one for myself and one for the credit 
of the firm, n includes the information that all the members 
of-the group assembled, with the exception of Mr. Chapman's 
partner, were willing to donate money on that single 
occasion. 33 There is no evidence available to show the 
extent of the monetary contributions of the community, nor 
the extent to which even interest was sustained. 
It is clear that the Kansas issue was important in 
Springfield in another connection, to Which some allusion 
has already been made. The passage of the Kansas-Nebraska 
Act, in May of 1854, evidently convinced many men that the 
old party alignments, of Whig and Democrat, were no longer 
useful. That there were other factors operating to bring 
men to this conclusion can hardly be denied, but the 
passage of this Act was the fact Which first called forth 
from the Springfield Republican the suggestion that a new 
party alignment be seriously considered.34 And when.one 
33see pp. 26-2'7. 
34see editorials quoted above on pp. 25-26. 
speaks o~ the Republican in such political connection, one 
speaks o~ Samuel Bowles.35 Bowles and the Republican were 
exceedingly active, during the mxt two years, in the 
political maneuvering which witnessed the demise o~ the old 
. ' 
31 
Whig party, the brie~ ~lowering and withering o~ the American 
(Know.-~othing) party, and the birth o~ the Republican party. 
The general history o~ the politics o~ this period, in 
Massachusetts and the nation, is too well known to require 
recapitulation here. The parts played by Bowles and the 
Spring~ield Republican may not be so clearly understood. 
From the beginning o~ the brie~ career of the American 
party, it had a steady foe in the Republican. An editorial 
of late March, 1854, set the tone of good sense and ridicule 
for man-y later attacks, explaining that the "Know-Nothings" 
were a nativist, Anti-Roman Catholic organization: 
35Re~erence is made elsewhere in this work to the·extent 
to which the Republican was the voice of Samuel Bowles, but 
it may be relevant to introduce here an additional weighty 
bit o~ evidence to that effect. The Chicago Times of 
November 29, 18?3~ carried a long, three-column article on 
the, by that time, much celebrated editor of the Republican. 
This was written in Spring~ield by a correspondent who 
signed himsel~ ttvale_, u and who wrote that, during the two 
weeks of his sojourn in Springfield, he had made it his 
business to find out what the people in general thought of 
Samuel Bowles. Among the interesting conclusions which he 
drew ~rom his inquiries was that to the effect that the people 
of Spring~ield were convinced that Bowles had, ~rom the 
beginning of his editorship, maintained an ttabsolutett control 
of the Republican. The general impression was that this 
control was never diminished, in the slightest degree, 
except on two occasions, once in the sunnner·of '1862 and 
again in the SUmmer of 18?1, When he travelled to Europe 
for his health. 
In other words, it is native American in a suit 
of clothes intended to hide its feet and tail. 
We are as much opposed as· anyone can be 
to a sectarian or 11 foreign.n influence in the 
affairs of the government, but the means 
instituted by the Xnow Nothings are just as 
objectionable-in every way •. Secret political 
organizations, in a Republican government, are 
in the last degree reprehensible, though we 
doubt w~ether they can be dangerous in Amepica, 
for the principles and good sense of the people 
must be against them. Besides, the policy is 
bad. It is-good policy to Americanize every-
thing resident in America; and organized 
opposition to any portion of our population 
must beget opposition and tend to keep alive 
prejudices and influences which.it is to the 
interest of all to.do away With. Therefore 
we trust that our people will know nothing 
more of the Know Nothings tha~6they learn from ~he papers, no, nothing. . . 
32 
A further comment of the Republican, a few weeks later; was 
that Know.-Nothing action against Catholics was "like cutting 
off a man's head to remove a decayed tooth.u37 
A publication of Republican correspondence, in late May, 
showed the uncertainty of public opinion and the initial 
steadiness o:f the Republican'.~ course! first was printed 
a letter from "A Free Soiler" of Deerfield urging the 
formation of a distinctly Northern party, which would merge 
. . 
the interests of all former Democrats,.Whigs, Free Soilers 
and others who were devoted to freedom. There followed a 
36springfield Daily Republican, March 31, 1854. 
. . . 
3?Ibid., April 19, 1854. 
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long letter from nA Whig" of Springfield, saying that the 
defeat of the Northern forces in the passage of the Nebraska 
Bill, which defeat was mainly brought about by the "Free 
Soil Extremistst' like Senator Sumner who forced tl;le Southerners 
intq favoring the Bill, "would be used as an opportunity to 
make another attack upon the Whig party's very life. In 
substance, said "A Whig,n the Democrats were given to the 
South, the Free Boilers were unprincipled extremists who 
deliberately troubled the waters for better fishing, and 
only the Whigs remained truehearted. Then followed the 
editorial comment condemning extremism, affirming that the 
. . 
only real issue was on the extension of Slavery and hoping 
for the formation of a new political organization for 
that purpose: tt ••• we plant ourselves with the non-extremists,. 
and we shall join the organization, whatever its name."38 
One week later, the Republican waxed unwontedly 
pugnacious: 
Henceforth the cry is no more slave territory--no more 
slave states. We tell the South it has got to the end 
of its rope. We tell the South that the basis of all 
its previous success·in its intrigues for the benefit 
of· slavery is gone •••• And we tell President Pierce 
and the lick-spittles that have done his infamous 
bidding, that their days are numbered. There is 
henceforth to be a North.39 
Springfield forms a part of the scattered Holy Land 
sanctified by the presence, for a short ·time of Abolitionism's 
38springfield Daily Republican, May 31, 1854. 
39Ibid., June 6, 1854. 
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great patron saint and martyr, John Brown. Brown lived and 
worked in the c o:zmnuni ty fc_:>r three years'· beginning in 1846.40 
As yet .. unheralded and uncursed by his fellow Americans, he 
. . 
came to Springfield to establish a raw wool collection and 
grading agency, which would permit the wool producers of 
western New York and of Ohio to make some effective resistance 
to the crushing economic power of the eastern New England 
woolen textile manufacturers. In conjunction with a partner 
named Simon Perkins, whose activity was limited to the 
furni~h~ng o:f capital, Brown establi~hed a private business 
whi.ah, su.cce~sfully for a brief time,. provided to the wool 
producers who were his clients the benefits of a sort of 
producers' marketing cooperative . 3:-gency. 41 
4~ost of the special info:r.nlation relating to John Brown· 
in Springfield has been obtained, except where otherwise 
indicated, from an article by Harry Andrew Wright, uJohn 
Brown in Springfield,u The New England Magazine, X (May,l894), 
2'72-281. Wright, then a young man with an untrained amateur'.s 
interest ili local his tory, interviewed as many as possible, 
so he said, of John Brown's former acquaintances in prepara-
tion fo·r this article. The information is interesting, 
detailed and precise, but it is presented with'the amateur's 
distressing disregard for proper documentation. It is presented 
here on the basis of the assumption that Wright was reporting 
as accurately as was possible, considering that nearly half 
a century had intervened between the occurrence of events 
and the telling about them on the·part of"eye witnesses. 
The present writer is not unaware, either, of tbe possible 
influence, upon the minds of Brown' s Springfield friends, 
which may have been· exercised by the growth of legend about 
the figure of Brown. 
Brown's wool 
Libra 
He established h~self in rented warehouse and o~fice space 
in close proximity to the site of_the present Union [rail-
road] Station. The business grew, and he was forced to 
move twice to larger warehousing facilities in the same 
area. Meanwhile, after having lived for a time, with his 
son, John, Jr., in various boarding houses, he finally 
es'tablished his whole fa.mily in a new, rented house on 
Fra~klin Street, which house was standing until a few yea~s 
ago, quite unmarked and unremarkable. Frederick Douglass, 
the prominent Negro ·abolitionist, visited Brown at his 
. . 
Franklin Street home in 1847, on ~nvitation. Douglass was 
much impressed by the aura of prosperity which pervaded 
the business· quarters; indeed, he concluded that Brown was 
one of the prominent merc:q.a.nts of the community. He was 
il'(lpressed a lao with the cor:ttrast offered by the Spartan 
simplicity of Brown's honie .. 42 Douglass commented on the 
powerful pe.rsonality of Brown, whom he met here for the 
first t~e, saying that Brown was the absolute master of 
his household, and that he might also become Douglass's 
master should the latter remain in his company very long. 
. Evidence and bear~y agree that John Brown had a 
remarkable talent, bordering on genius, for the grading 
42All of the information concerning Douglass's visit 
to Springfield is from his autobiography, The Life and Times 
of-Frederick Douglass (Boston: DeWelfe, Fiske & Co., 1893), 
pp. 337-342, and Philips. Foner, The Life and Writings·of 
Frederick Douglass (New York: International Pub11shers, 
I95o), I,49-5o.-
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and valuation of wool o~ various types. 43 Evidence alone 
indicates that he was no more talented in handling the 
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petty but essential details of the wool business in 
Springfield than he was in handling similar details of the 
revolution business at Harpers Ferry. Ris own carelessness 
and ignorance, coupled with the clever machinations of one 
textile company executive, compassed ~he ruin of his enter-
prise. He was gone from Springfield, as a settled resident, 
by 1849, a.lthough he made several subsequent appearances in 
connection with the affairs of his main business of the last 
decade of his life, and because a part of his family 
continued to live in the Franklin Street house. 
There is reason to believe that he was frequently 
preoccupied with abolitionism during his three-year residence 
in Springfield;44 and that, even then, his thoughts as to 
the solution of the. proble~s of slavery ran to violent 
rather than peaceful means. Frederick Douglass reported, 
in this connection, that the reason Brown invited him to 
Springfield was to disclose his plan to bring force to bear 
on the problem of slavery. He planned to start with a small 
band of hardy men, using the Allegheny Mountains as a base 
from which to raid the slaveholding districts. He proposed 
to run off slaves and generally destroy the umoney value of 
43wrigbt, uJobn Brown in Springfield,rr p! 277. 
. 44"Rev. -Mr. Conkling of the North church, who };lad become 
estranged from his congregation on account_of his abolition 
~deas, was a great friend of his [John Brow.n's~ and,. on that 
account, Brown was an occasional visitor to that church as 
well as to the First Church [Dr. Osgood's]." Ibid., p.274. 
slave property ••• by rendering such property insecure.n45 
- -
While a resident of the community he was~ according to 
those who claimed, in 1894, to have known hi~ well, engaged 
_in the business of assisting fugitive slaves. In this 
enterprise he was reported to have had the assistance of 
one Thomas Thomas~ the Negro porter at his warehouse~ who 
was reputed to have been himself a fugitive slave from the 
Eastern Shore section of Maryland. 46 
Brown -interpreted correctly the effect of the Fugitive 
Slave Law of 1850. Writing to his wife from Springfield, 
on November 28, 1850, he said: 
It now seems that the Fu.gitiv_e Slave Law 
was to be the means of making more Abolitionists 
than all the lectures we have had for years. It 
really looks as if God had his hand in this wickedness 
also. I of course keep encouraging my colored 
friends to "trust in God, and keep their powder 
dry." I did so today, at Thanksgiving meeting~ 
publicly •••• 47 
Again, on January 17~ 1851~ writing from Springfield to his 
wife, Brown told much about his own activity and the 
frightened condition of the small colored population of 
the town: 
45nauglass, Life of Douglass, p. 340. 
46wright said that, in his t~e, Thomas was "well 
remembered bi the older generation." "John Brown in 
Springf~e ld, t p. 273. 
47Franklin B. Sanborn~ The Life and Letters of John 
Brown Liberator·of Kansas and Mart r of Vir inia (Boston: 
Ro er s Brothers~ 5 , pp. 
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Since the sending off to slavery of Long 
from New York, I have improved my leisure hours 
quite busily with colored people here, in 
advising them how to act, and in giving them 
all the encouragement in rrry power. They very 
much need encouragement and advice; and some 
of them are so alarmed that they tell me they 
cannot sleep on account of either themselves 
or their wives and children. I can only say that 
I think I have been enabled to do something to 
revive their broken spirits ••.• My only spare 
time being taken up (often till late hours at 
night) in the way I speak of, has prevented me 
from the gloomy and homesick feelings •••• 48 
38 
Later in 1851, Brown was back in Springfield again, 
this time to found the Springfield branch of the United 
States Order of Gileadites. This was partially, at least, 
a direct response to the challenge of the new Fugitive Slave 
Law. In his "Words of Advice" to the League, he urged the 
Negroes and their white friends to violence to resist 
execution of the law.49 
While there is no reliable record which indicates that 
the Springfield branch of the Gileadites ever took action 
of any sort, there is a tradition that they met several 
times at Brown's home at 31 Franklin Street, and that they 
were once addressed there by no less a person than 
Charles Sumner. The tradition goes so far as to say that 
Sumner spoke thus to the founder, who was present: "Mr. Brown, 
slavery is doomed, but not in your day or mine." To which 
48sanborn, The Life and Letters of John Brown, pp. 132-133. 
49For.the full text of the "Words of Advice, 11 the 
resolutions adopted and the names of the 2? white and colored 
signatories, see Wright, The Story of Western Massachusetts, 
I, 411-416. 
Brown is reputed to have replied, nr hope to die in the 
50 
cause.rr 
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A few years later, when news of the last, spectacular 
drama of Brown's life burst upon Springfield and the nation, 
the community reacted strongly. As it received reports of 
Brown's raid, capture, tria 1 and execution, Springfield 
experienced amazement, anger and, finally, a sorrow that 
was tinged with a foreboding of great evil. Yet this 
reaction was not significantly different from the reactions 
of hundreds of other Northern communities; Springfield was 
not visibly influenced by the conscious knowledge, if there 
was such, that Brown had recently been a neighbor. 
The raid was first reported in the Republican, 
accurately in the main, with the editorial :judgment that, 
while it was amazing that Brown had managed to accomplish 
. so much, the raid was nevertheless n ••• the action of a mad 
man •••• [It] has more elements of the ridiculous than anything 
that's happened since a long time.rr51 The next day, the 
I 
paper repeated the term nmadness, 11 and continued, "Quite 
possibly, he will be sentenced to be hung [sic] but the 
government will not be likely to change the farce into a 
tragedy by hanging him. " 52 And again, a few days later, 
50wright, ttJohn Brown in Springfield, n p. 281. Wright's 
work is the only available evidence for the truth of this 
anecdote. 
51springfield Daily Republican, October 19, 1859. 
52Ibid., October 20, 1859. The editor evidently assumed 
that the-Federal Government would take jurisdiction. 
the Republican could find no other ter.m for Brown's action, 
while it entered a disclaimer on behalf of a group for whom 
it had little use, ttwith the possible exception of .Gerritt 
Smith, there is not a northern abolitionist of any note who 
does not condemn such mad schemes as Brown's.n53 
In the meantime there was one man in Springfield who 
received a letter from Brown which was anything but a 
communication from a madman. Reuben A. Chapman received 
the following,: 
Dear Sir,--I am here a prisoner with several· sabre 
cuts in my head and bayonet stabs in my body. My 
object in writing you is to obtain able and 
faithful counsel for myself and fellow prisoners, 
five in all~as we have the faith of Virginia 
pledged through her governor and several other 
prominent citizens to give us a fair. trial. 
Without we can obtain such counsel from with-
out the slave states neither the facts .in our 
case can come before the world, nor can we 
have the benefit·of such facts as might be 
considered mitigating in the view of others 
upon our trial. I have money in hand here 
to the amount of $250, and personal property 
sufficient to pay a most liberal fee to yourself 
or to any suitable man who will undertake our 
defense if I can have the benefit of said 
property. Can you or ·some other good man come 
immediately on for the sake of the young men 
prisoners at least? My wounds are doing 
53 Springfield Daily Republican, October 24, 1859. 
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well. Do not send an ultra abolitionist. 
Very respectfully yours. 
. 54 John Brown 
The Republican continued its commentary on the affair 
of Brown while the tragedr was played out. Of Brown's 
trial it said that it tt ••• has been a fa;roe and form from· the 
beginning." 55 Several days later the paper expressed its 
admiration for the calm dignity and elevated moral tone 
56 exhibited by Brown in his last speech to the court. 
And again a few days later, in a summing up, the editor 
saw the whole affair as one of great signif'icance! it had 
been responsible for twenty-five or thirty useless deaths; 
it had infuriated the extremists of the South; it had 
prompted some northern Democrats to charge the Republican 
party· with the whole responsibility for it; it bad very 
54John Brown to Reuben A. Chapman; from Charlestown, 
Jefferson County,· Virginia, October 21, 1859. This is a 
manuscript letter in the possession of the Springfield City 
Library Association; it is signed by John Brown, but the 
body of the letter is in another hand, apparently having 
been dictated. The authenticity of the letter is vouched 
for by Sanborn in his Life and Letters of John Brown, 
pp. 578-579. Sanborn says that exactly similar appeals 
were sent to two other lawyers, Thomas Russell of Boston 
and Daniel R. Tilden of Ohio. Brown was acquainted with 
Chapman due to the latter's havin~been Brown's attorney 
for the wool business 6f Perkins and Brown. Mason A. Green, 
S~ringfielda 1636-1886, History of ·the ToWn and City 
( pringfiel : C. A. Nichols & Co., 1886), p. 51~. 
55 Springfield Daily Republican, October 31, 1859. 
56Ibid., November 4, 1859. 
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probably made a wreck of the political hopes of Senator 
Douglas and 11 ••• Seward's 'irrepressible conflict' is a 
fact daily more evident.n57 
In the meantime, the Republican made an interesting 
comment in connection with the Brown affair, upon a man of 
whom it apparently knew nothing. The editor reported that 
on a recent evening Frederi.ck Douglass had been scheduled 
to speak to a group in Boston, but that he was absent, 
probably having fled to Canada·, to avoid arrest for impli-
cation in the Brown affair. Therefore Douglass' place at 
the lecture was taken by Henry D. Thoreau of Concord, who 
approved of the entire operation of John Brown. Thoreau 
had 
........ said that he most feared to hear of (Brown's) 
deliverance, for no life could do as much gpod as 
his death. This Thoreau a eems to· be a thorough 
fanatic. Why don't he imitate Brown and do good 
by rushing to the gallows?58 
One of the prominent residents o.f Springfield at this 
time was the fashionable portrait painter, W. S. Elwell • 
. The diary in which he made intermittent, irregular entries 
throughout the innnediate prewar and all of the war years, 
presents J:lim as a fairly typical member of the community; 
generally, both his information and his opinions clearly 
parallel those of the Republican. As the day of Brown's 
execution drew near, the tragedy moved Elwell so profoundly 
5'7springfield Daily Republican, November 8, 1859. 
58
rbid., November 3, 1859. 
that he spoke to his diary in the language of prayer, or 
in that of an -Old Testament prophet: 
. . 
Many Northern Hearts are sad~ The time is 
nearing when poor John Browns spirit will be 
in Eternity. 
Will it be approved? He has but little 
more than one day to live on Earth. Ot 
Virginia, how great a wrong thou hast acted 
in this matter--God sits in judgment and thou 
wilt most certainly repent in ttdust and ashes rr 
for what thou hast and are doing. 
Wilt thou not show thyself Magnanimous 
while yet ttis not too late? 
I do not approve of Brown's course. He 
erred only in judgment--His motives were pure, 
good, & humane,; and to hang a Man, particularly 
in this Enlightened age, this age_ of Christianity, 
for the Noble Effort & purpose of giving liberty 
& freedom to brother man--from the tears of 
Bondage God will most certain~y bring the actors 
in this atrocious act to Judgment.59 
Two days later, Elwell kept a vigil. in the small hours, 
hoping to the end that something would intervene to save 
Brown. The tension he felt became intolerable, making him 
almost incoherent: 
December 2nd, 1859 
A Memorable Day· in the annals of History. No 
reprieve as yet. Today was set apart by the-court 
o:f Virginia for execution of nold John Brown,n as 
he is familiarly-called, for no other reason than 
giving "Liberty to the captive"--the bond slaves 
their freedom. 
59w. S. Elwell, Diary, November_ 30, 1859. This diary 
is presently the property of the Springfield City Library 
Association. Although it seems reasonable that Elwell may 
have drawn his information from the Republican, his opinions 
are not nearly-so sophisticated as are the editorials of 
the Republican. His statements are naive, conventional and 
emotional. 
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Not as he had anticipated from the cowardice 
of those in whom he had great confidence & by 
whom he assured would join him in this'under-
taking [sic], Brown and his associates, 4 only 
the rest deserting him, were overpowered, 
lodged in Prison, tried by a·Mock Court, fourid 
guilty of Murder and Treason, sentenced to be 
Hung the 2nd Dec. 
Thank God the day is drawing nigh, and 
this atrocious act of Virginia of to day., will 
arouse the Hearts of Millions against the curse 
and wrongs of Slavery. 60 . 
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And on that fateful day, the Republican arrived, without 
Elwell's naivet~ at a similar foreboding conclusion: 
It is hanging day in Virginia •••• The 
North also feels that the trial and. execution 
of Brown have been.unfair and cowardly, and 
for this the repr&bation falls not so much 
upon Virginia and Virginians, as upon the 
institution, which being in itself hostile 
to all that is manly and humane, can ·only be 
sustained by cowardly and disgraceful deeds. 
. . 
John Brown dies today, but liberty does 
not die with him, nor courage, nor hope, nor 
the light of· truth, nor the influence of 
Christianity, nor any of those moral elements 
which must forever war upon slavery till the 
~'irrepressible conflict 11 te:r,ninates in its 
overthrow.61 · 
Thus Thoreau was right: the execution of John Brown 
had done its work. Despite its continuing distaste for 
Abolitionism and its contemptuous attitude toward the bulk 
of Abolitionists, the conservative Republican had come, by 
December of 1859, to accept the thesis that the conflict was 
60w. s. Elwell, Diary, Decembe~ 2, 1859. 
61 Springfield Daily Republican, December 2, 1859. 
indeed irrepressible. 
Meanwhile, as the sectional crisis grew worse, ~nd men 
becrume convinced that the conflict might be irrepressible, 
the various segments of the nation gave some attention to 
military preparedness. One of the important centers of 
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that preparation was in Springfield: the Springfield Armory. 
CHAPTER III 
THE SPRINGFIELD ARMORY AND PREPARATIONS FOR WAR 
The history of the Springfield Armory in the years 
prior to the Civil War may be best undergtood in ter.ms of 
three significant factors: weapons production in preparation 
for war, the struggle over military versus civilian 
superintendency, and the relations between the Armory and 
the arsenals of some of the Southern states. In the 
production of new weapons, the Armory did very little from 
1855 t6 1860. The major effort of the organization was 
directed rather to the design and acquisition of machines 
for the production of the new rifled musket, model of 1855. 
This was a_ccomplished slowly. In the meantime, large 
numbers of muskets of older models were altered to receive 
an ~proved percussion fixture. That the Union cause 
received small benefit, when the war came, from this latter 
operation, is· demonstr~ted below. 
The second fac~or, concerning. the superintendency,l:ad 
a significance· almost purely local, with its roots reaching 
back for a decade to the personal animosity between Major 
James Ripley, the Commandant, and Charles Stearns. The 
1ttempest in a teapottt acquired some minor non-local 
significance from the fact that Major Ripley, who was 
finally removed from the command in 1854, due to the 
successful campaign of Mr. Stearns directed to that end, 
46 
became, early in the war, the commanding officer of the 
whole Bureau of Ordnance. 1 He was thus in a position to 
exercise great influence over the communi~y which had 
introduced the iron of bitterness into his life. Certain 
it is that, when war became a reality, a military superin-
tendency supplanted the civilian superintendency which had 
prevailed since Major Ripley's removal in 1854. There is 
. . 
no evidence to indicate that this decision was motivated by 
any other considerations than the normal increase in the 
pr~stige and importance of the military in time of war; 
but the impressions the student receives of the character 
of Major Ripley through studying the records of his contro-
versy with Mr. S.tearns, must force the conclusion that 
Ripley's appo~nting of.a military comma~der·in 1861 probably 
afforded him much personal satisfaction. 
In any case, the legacy of the bitterness evoked in the 
struggle between Ripley and Stearns remained at the Armory, 
after Ripley's departure in 1854, to.plague the subsequent 
administrators in the next few years. 2 
1special Order #115, April 23, 1861. Springfield 
Armory Correspondence File, Springfield Armory,_Springfield, 
Massachusetts. 
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2John C. Stebbins to Friend Stricter .(sic], July 12,185'7, 
Springfield Armory Correspondence File. This is a long 
letter, in very poor spelling, urging the use of the influence 
of the. addressee, in Washington, D. C., with the Sec·retary 
of War to effect the removal of E~ s. Allin as Master Armorer, 
and replace him with Col. Henry D. Smith. Stebbins stated 
that the Secretary·was waiting only for Ha pretext or reasontt 
· for removing Allin, and Stebbins proposed to supply the same 
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in a very few days. He stated that Allin's job was a rtsinecuren 
in which he was paid 11 $1500 a year arid quarters while the 
duties he-~erforms, or attempts to.perform are worse than 
useless ••• being a bother to all foremen·and workmen. He 
stated that'Allin had been held in office for which he was 
incompetent, thus far by.the machinations'of some military 
officers, who were using him in their plan to restore the 
Armory- to military superintendency. He stated .that "we 
were very fortunate in the appointment of General Whitney 
[the successor to Major Ripley, a civilian despite the title] 
••• "who was anxious to remove Allin, only he had to be asked 
before he would make a statemeht to that effect. E. s. Allin, 
said Stebbins, had only a clerk's training and knew nothing 
about mechanics, while Colonel Henry D. Smith was highly · 
competent, one of the most respected gunsmiths in New England, 
and a man who would do honor·to the Government in any capacity. 
This letter is·followed, in the Springfield Armory 
Correspondence File, by a letter to Col. H. K. Craig, 
commanding the Bureau of Ordnance, froni. Armory Superintendent 
J'ames Se Whitney, July 18, 185'7, apparently in reply to a 
query·from Craig for the facts behind the complaint against 
Allin, which had reached him from the office of Secretary of 
War. Whitney stated that Stebbins had been discharged by · 
Major Ripley and was·rehired by him .(Whitney]; that Stebbins 
had always beena poor workman and was now old and with poor 
eyesight and unable to do most jobs; but that he and Allin 
had shown Stebbins every consideration in finding him a place 
in which the demands would be light~ Whitney thought. that 
Stebbins was so bitter an opponent-of military supervision · 
for so long that he could not overcome his prejudices against 
anyone who (like Allin) sided with Major Ripley. 
Whitney stated that Allin was a good man. t1He has more 
acquaintance, in my judgment, with the important details of 
the work at this Ar.mory than any new man could acquire in 
twelve months time. He is ••• generally acceptable to the 
Foreman and operatives at· this Armory. I could wish that he 
had more decision and more mechanical skill, but I believe· 
him to be in many respects a superior man for his place •••• " 
Whitney went on to say ·that he was convinced that they 
were making the nbest arm in the worldu. at the Armory; that 
the chief'difficulty was that some few people here desired 
c ontro 1 tt ••• who 1:!-re, in my judgment, tin.fi t to have it. 11 The 
Superintendent and Master Armorer were responsible for fixing 
the pay of workmen, and some workmen couldn't ever be 
satisfied. ttNothing could be more disastrous to the business 
and mechanical success of this establishment than ~he appoint-
ment [as Master Armorer] of' a man who would lend himself to 
opening former hostilities and again introducing war and 
Strife; OVer 'B:Xl Obsolete question, intO Our ShOpS • II 
The third significant thread that ran through the 
history of the Armory in the immediate prewar years, that 
pertaining to the. relations between the Armory and the 
arsenals of some of the So~thern states, again reached up 
to the President's Cabinet, and involved Secretary of War 
John B. Floyd in an action which may have been treasonable. 
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As early as 1850, John B. Floyd was interested in 
advancing the arms manufacturing capacity of the Southern 
states. On September lOth of that year, when he was Governor 
of Virginia, he wrote to Major Ripley at Springfield asking 
the latter to give full cooperation to two military gentlemen 
· The last letter in the series on this subject is 
Colonel H. K. Craig's reply to Superintendent Whitney 
(July 21, 1857, Springfield Armory C0rrespondence File] in 
which Craig stated that all correspondence on John c. Stebbins 
had been transmitted to the Secretary of War. Craig said 
that he was satisfied that Stebbins was physically unfit 
for the job of inspector at the Armory, and, from what 
Whitney said, ttmorally unfit for any place there .n 
Analyzing this series of letters, we may conclude that . 
there was a residue of controversy and bitterness, at the 
Armory~ from the long controversial administration of Major 
Ripley. One is entitled to marvel that the wheels of the 
Government could be so set in motion by the complaint of a 
common workman, and that having been set in mot ion they 
should have operated so rapidly to.dispose of the issue. 
Perhaps the most remarkable feature of the Whole affair is 
the assuniption, on the part-of a common, elderly and 
incompetent·menial employee, who was be.iri.g retained in 
employment on me~e sufferance, that he could engage in 
the game of political maneuvering on such a level as to 
involve a member of the President's Cabinet. 
fro~ the State of Georgia in their official quest for 
information preparato~ to setting up an Ar.mory and arms 
foundry in that state.3 It may be imputing too great a 
measure of wisdom and foresightedness, even in the service 
of treachery, to John B. Floyd, to suppose that he could 
50 
have been more.than casually interested in increasing Southern 
. . 
milit~ry preparedness as early as 1850. There was, indeed, 
little in ~is later career which gave evidence either of 
consistent, early secessionist sympathy or of extraordinary 
intelligence in reading the future and preparing to meet its 
exigencies. Consequently, no more t~an a passing notice 
may properly be given to this letter, Which derives its 
only s~gnificance from much later acts on the part of its 
author. 
The next move, or really the first move in the drama 
which occurred on the eve of the War, was the removal of 
o~er_lOO,OOO muskets and rifles from Northern to Southern 
U. S. Army Ordnance establishments, early in 1860, upon 
. . 
the orders of Secretary of War Floyd. 4 Then, in 
·
3John B. Floyd to Major James Ripley, September 10, 
1850 •.. Springfield Armory Correspondence File. 
· 
4
see.the Springfield Armory Correspondence File: 1. 
Col. H. K. Craig to Supt. J. S • .Whitney ;[Springfield Armory] 
December 31, 1859~ "This letter from the Colonel of Ordnance 
states that the tt. -~.Secretary of War having directed the 
distribution of 65,000 Percussion and 40,000 altered Muskets 
Cal. 69 from the Springfield Armory to five of our Southern 
Arsenals, you Will make preparation for their issue in 
parcels most-convenient for-the Quarter Master's Department 
•••• n 2. H. K. Craig, Col. of Ordnance to Major General 
October of 1860, s. Adams, the Springfield Armory's Master 
Armorer's clerk, re.signed his position to take an appoint-
ment as Master Armorer of the Virginia State Armory at 
Ricbmond. 5 At this point, there intervened in the course of 
even~s a little byplay concerning which conclusions are, at 
best, conjectural; but which fitted into the developing 
plot (if plot it was) almost too aptly to be charged to 
mere coincidence: the commanding officer of the Ordnance 
Bureau, Colonel H~ K. Craig, was rel~eved from duty on 
November 17, 1860. 6 A week later, s. Adams,- now the Master 
Jesup, Quarter Master General, U. ·B. Army, January· 28, 1860. 
This letter requests transportation of 5,750 boxes; of' 20 
arms each, from the Springfield Armory and the Watertown 
and Watervliet Arsenals to the :five Southern arsenals {at 
Fayetteville; N. C~, Charleston, s.·c., Augusta, Ga., 
Mount Vernon, Ala., and Baton Rouge, La.J. [All but 500 
of these boxes were to come from the Springfield Armory, 
from which were·thus to be shipped 105,000 pieces]. 
3. H. K. Craig, Col. of Ordnance, to Isaac H. Wright·[new 
Superintendent·at the Springfield Armory1, October 15, 1860. 
In this ·letter, Craig asks for some specific information· 
regarding the 40,000 muskets which were actually shipped, 
on orders of the Secretary of War, in January of 1860. 
(Incidentally, it appears to the present writer that in 
these successive communications; Col. Craig is utilizing 
more than the necessary degree of military correctitude in 
constantly referring to the fact that this transaction·is 
being carried-out at the order of-the Secretary of War. 
This, however, is a mere judgment, to which I may be pre-
judicially inclined by the knowledge of·later evidence 
which indicates that Craig did not approve of some of the 
actions of Secretary Floyd.·. J .F .M.] 
5 Letter of resignation, s. Adams to Col. I. H. Wright, 
october 23, ·1860. Springfield Armory Correspondence. File. 
6war Department Special Order #244, November 17, 1860. 
See letter of Captain W. Maynadier to Col. I. H. Wright,-
November 23, 1860, in which he quoted Special Order.#244, · 
relieving Craig and Special Order #251, November 22, 1860, 
placing h~ (Maynadier) in. command. Springfield Armory 
Correspondence File. 
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Armorer of the Virginia State Armory, addressed the 
following letter to Secretary of W~r Floyd: 
Hen. J. B. Floyd 
Sec'y of War. 
Springfield, Mass., Nov. 24, 1860 
My Dear Sir: Please allow me to address a line on 
a matter that deeply interests your State. 
Having been engaged in the Springfield Armory 
for 15 years past, and knowing that assistance has 
been rendered and privileges granted to foreign 
governments and to some of our own States, as well 
as to private individuals, I desire the same favors 
granted to the State of Virginia. 
I have no hopes of any favors from Col. Craig, 
for in a conversation with him a few months since 
I found him deadly opposed to the Virginia Armory. 
We wish to use some of the armory patterns for the 
Richmond machinery and the privilege of taking 
drawings of fixtures, tools, etc. 
I desire that the honorable Secretary issue 
an order to the superintendents of the Springfield 
and Harpers Ferry Armories to give to the master 
armorer of the Virginia State Armory and Joseph R. 
Anderson or his agents every facility they may need 
in the said armories, at the same time not inter-
fering with the legitimate business of the armory. 
I desire to get all the assistance we can from 
the national armories before our much honored· and 
esteemed Secretary of War vacates his office, for 
I have no hopes of any assistance after a Black 
Republican takes possession of the War Department. 
Should the honorable Secretary see fit to grant 
the request of the petitioner, I wish a copy'of 
the order be sent to me at Springfield, Mass., as . 
I shall be engaged here for a couple of months 
getting up a model gun for the State of Virginia 
Your.humble servant., 
s. Adams 
Master Armorer 7 State Krmory, Va. 
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7Adams to Floyd, Nov. 24, 1860, Springfield Armory 
Correspondence File. One cannot help wonder at the careless-
ness which allowed this letter to come into the possession 
of the Springfield Armory. 
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That the substance of Adams' request, if not in the 
precise form that he expressed in t~e above letter, was 
promptly granted by Secretary Floyd, is attested by an order 
from Capta~n Maynadier to Superintendent I. H. Wright on 
Decemb~r 4, 1860, requiring WrigJ:lt to ttafford ;{Mr. J. H. 
Buxton, late of Enfield, England, now of the Virginia 
State Armory] such facilities in the accomplishment of his 
object as you can do without embarrassing the operations of 
the Armory~ 
Early in January, 1861, Col. H. K. Craig took over 
command of the Ordnance Bureau once more and immediately 
undertook, discreetly, to inquire into such activities as 
have been noted on the part of the friends of the Virginia 
State Ar.mory. 9 But it was not until a month later that 
effective orders were issued to stop such activities. This 
order came coupled with the direction to increase production, 
the manufacturing implications of the political situation 
having finally been realized: 
~aynadier to Wright, Deeember 4, 1860, Springfield 
Armory Correspondence File. The lette~ is endorsed as 
follows: "Wishes Mr. J. H~ Buxton ••• be allowed free access 
to the drawings, machinery, tools, etc. at the Springfield 
Armory. u 
9
craig to Wright, January 7, 1861, Springfield Armory 
Correspondence File. This letter officially notified Wright 
of Craig's ·resumption of command of the Ordnance Bureau; it 
included the postscript: "Please report any orders you may 
have received from the War Department~ verbal or written, 
other than through this office, previous to the 31st 
ultimo. H. K. C. n 
Confidential 
Ordnance Of'f'ice 
Washington; D. c. 
February 4, 1861 
I. H. Wright, Esq. 
Superintendent, Springfield Armory. 
Sir: 
You will please restrict the operations of 
the Springfield Armory immediately, to the· 
fabrication of' the new model Rif'le Muskets, 
which you will press actively, and to the 
necessary·f'abrica.tion and repairs of' Armory 
Machinery, etc. · 
All permissions heretofore granted f6~ 
furnishing States or individuals Drawings, or 
Models of Machinery or of Arms are for the 
present suspended, and none Of.the Articles 
prepared in whole or in-part, under those 
permissions will be allowed to be removed 
from the Armory without /f:nther [sic] 
instructions from this office. 
This restriction should be enforeed as 
quietly as it can be done, and you are requested 
to infor.m me what matters had been undertaken 
under the permission~.~lluded to. 
. . . . 
H. K. Craig lO 
Col. of Ordnance. 
On the basis of the evidence presented in the series of 
letters quoted above, several conclusions may be drawn. The 
time when the Virginia State Armory was brought into 
operation, considering the rapid deterioration of interstate 
relationships and the evident awareness of Mr. S. Adams 
that all that could be done in the way of gaining national 
10 Springfield Armory Correspondence File •. 
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assistance ror the Virginia enterprise had to be done berore 
March 4, 1861, was too convenient to be attributed to mere 
coincidence. Also, it is reasonable to assume that 
Secretary of War Floyd, being in an excellent position to 
know exactly how serious was the political drift towards 
war, must have known that Virginia's only potential enemy, 
against whom her newl~ manufactured weapons could conceivably 
be used, was the Federal Government. If this assumption is 
sound, then Secretary Floyd's action in assisting the 
Virginia State Armory, through the power of his office, was 
- -
morally treasonable, although it was not legally so. 
CHAPTER IV 
POLITICS, POLITICIANS AND SAIVlUEL BOWLES 
During the decade of the 1850's, the basic political 
issue in American life was the institution of slavery. All 
other major issues, even those which, by reason of the vast 
numbers of people and the importance of the interests 
influenced, may be considered as having had a separate and 
independent existence, tended to be sub¢erged, one way or 
another, in this greater is sue. There were, however, 
individuals and organizations, which were active at the time, 
which seemed to have as their major immediate objective the 
propagation of the idea that slavery was not a major issue, 
that it was, rather, quite peripheral. 1 Yet it was only in 
the late Fifties that the lines of political struggle became 
hard, and were clearly drawn on this issue. In the middle 
·years of the decade, associated issues seemed, on the surface 
at least, to be of greater significance, issues such as the 
tariff, the settlement of the West, and the organizational 
health of established and nascent political parties. 
~he editorial policy of the Springfield Daily 
Republican during the early Fifties, as examined in an ear-
lier chapter, hewed fairly close to this line, at least on 
the surface. More explicit statements of this point of view 
are to be found in the post-bellum writings of some of the 
leaders of the Confederacy, as Jefferson Davis and 
Alexander H. Stephens. 
56 
A detailed analysis of the breakup of the Whig Party, 
of the brief flourishing of the Free Soil and American 
Parties, and of the birth and growth of the Republican 
Party is, of course, not appropriate to the scope of this 
work. Yet Massachusetts played an important role in this 
drama, and Springfield contributed its influence to the part 
played by the State. More particularly, Samuel Bowles and 
the Springfield Republican, together and separately, had 
something more than a mere reportorial connection with the 
whole business. 
Xn i852, Samuel Bowles and his daily newspaper were 
still young, still growing to maturity without having as yet 
achieved it, still capable of experiencing an enthusiasm far 
a political party. This capacity was soon to yield to 
disillusionment, and 0n its ruin there came to be erected a 
structure of independent political thinking which was 
dedicated to substantive objectives, and which gave and 
withdrew its support and influence to and from political 
parties in accordance with its own notions of consistency. 
In the e~ection campaign of 1852, the Republican and 
its editor were co.mmitted to the support of the Whigs. 
That support, as indicated in an earlier chapter, was 
wholehearted and consistent; yet, even then, in an age of 
scurrilous journalism, it was restrained enough in its 
partisanship to be decent. Only once during the entire 
campaign did the Republican venture into scurrility; and on 
5'7 
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that occasio~, on the day before the election, its venturing 
was indirect. On that day, it reprinted with approval an 
editorial which had appeared in the Concord Tribune and 
which charged Franklin Pierce with being n---an. INTEMPERATE 
and IMMORAL MAN, and his friends here do not dar~ to DENY 
it • n2 
By the middle of 1854, events had wrought a maturing 
and disillusioning effect upon the Republican and its editor. 
Referel:lee has already been made to the fact that passage of 
the Kansas-Nebraska Act in May of that year brought forth 
from the Republican a call for a new party alignment. 3 
During the next two years, Bowles moved steadily forward on 
two parallel and separate lines: he was approaching a 
position of cmnplete political independence at the same time 
that he was very active in the foundation of the Republican 
Party in Massachusetts. These two courses were quite 
consistent with each other and with his political conduct 
throughout the remainder of his career. The truth is that, 
from this time on, Bowles was never a party man, although 
he could and did support the Republican Party ~or a good 
many years. That support was never uncritical, however, 
and it was withdrawn in the postwar period When radicalism 
triumphed. 
2springfield Dailz Republican, November 1, 1852. 
Concord, New Ha.mpshire_was Franklin Pierce's home town. 
3see above, p~ 26. 
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By mid-1854 any major news report could be made by the 
Republican to serve as the basis for an editorial call for 
a new party. The case of Anthony Bu~s, the fugitive slave, 
is a good illustration of this point. Beginning on Ma~ 29, 
1854, the paper published daily reports on the judicial 
proceedings and civil disturbances in Boston. These reports 
all demononstrate sympathy for Bu~ns, as well as disapproval 
of the rioting. On the sixth day, the ·Republican reported 
the final disposition of the case and the movement of Burns 
and his official captors from the courthouse to the wharf 
through the crowd of thousands of persons. 
This scene Kit continued], unparalleled in the 
history of Boston excitements, has done its work 
and that work has been a terrible one. Dark 
passions have been aroused. ••• the love of the 
Union stabbed where its flesh is quickest and · 
its blood warmest and, more than all, humanity, 
Christianity and America have been disgraced. 
The world now understands, if it never did 
before, that the interest cherished most warmly 
by the American Government is property in human 
flesh. Navy, Army, militia, and the civil 
power in its highest walks, will crush with 
brute force the noblest impulses of a noble 
state that a slave may .be carried back to bondage. 
Is there no need for a northern party? ••• 
Slavery rules today--whites and blacks alike. 
Shall it always do thus? Ayet so long as we 
fraternize politically with men who have made 
us their slave catchers and use our halls of 
justice for slave pens.4 
Three days later, the paper spoke with increased fervor 
in an editorial previously quoted: 
4 Springfield Daily Republican, June 3, 1854. 
Henceforth the cry is no more slave territory--no 
more slave states. We tell the South it has got 
to the end of its rope. - We tell the South that 
the basis of' all its previous· success in its·-·-
intrigues for the benefit of' slavery is gone •••• 
And we tell President Pierce and the lick-spittles 
that have done his infamous bidding; th~t their 
days a5e numbered. There is henceforth to be a 
North. 
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For all its general disapproval of slavery, however, and 
its determination to oppose the extension of' the institution, 
the Republican was not willing to go a step beyond that 
toward abolitionism, and it criticized those who did. As 
yet, Massachusetts Whiggery was satisfied with the same 
posi~ion, the positi~n which eventually broke the party's 
back. In mid-Au~st, the Republican reported the opening, 
the previous day, of the Whig State Convention at Boston. 
It approved the nominations_ of Emory Washburn and W. c. 
Plunkett for Governor and Lieutenant Governor, respectively, 
and the adoption of resolutions very similar to the paper's 
own policy: firm anti-slavery sentiment, but limited to the 
extension issue and nearly devoid of passion. Important 
Springfield men present were George Walker, George Dwight, 
and Reuben A. Chapman. Samuel Bowles was also present, but 
as a reporter only. Chapman made a speech eulogizing the 
current Whig State Administration, and blaming the Democrats 
for the country'~ ills in general and for the passage of 
the Nebraska Act. 6 
5springfield Daily Republican, J"une 6, 1854. See above, 
p. 33. 
6Ibid., August 17, 1854. 
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Three weeks later, the Republican reported the meeting, 
on September 7th, of the state convention of the new 
Republican party, at Worcester. The newspaper was dissatis-
fied, saying that the convention was n ••• a perfectly Free 
Soil gathering.'* The star performer was Senator Charles 
Sumner, who spoke effectively in a very radical manner. 
The Convention then adopted resolutions which the Republican 
condemned as being of such radical anti-slavery character 
as to forbid union with the Whigs and Anti-Nebraska Democrats. 
Henry Wilson and Increase Sumner were nominated for Governor 
and Lieutenant Governor, respectively. 7 
Clearly, it was this party union, the hope for the 
~ediate consummation of whi~h was thus ruined, which the 
Republican considered as the major desideratum of the moment. 
On the local level, the Republican took notice in the 
Fall of 1854, of the contest for the office of Congressman 
from the lOth Massachusetts District. Edward Dickinson of 
Amherst, the Whig incumbent, had the support of the paper.8 
7springfield Daily Republican, September 8, 1854. 
8Bowles was a very close personal friend of the Dickinson 
family, including poetess Emily, daughter of the Congressman, 
and her brother William Austin Dickinson, who succeeded his 
father in Congress. It should be noted that Bowles made it 
a major principle of his life to keep separate his personal 
friendships and his journalistic independence. It may be 
too much to say that he never hesitated to criticize 
editorially the public actions of his personal friends. Yet 
it is certainly true that he frequently did criticize, and 
tbat he had the reputation of never so hesitating. This .is 
amply borne out by his correspondence; over many years, with 
Henry L. Dawes TIHenry L. Dawes Papers, Library of Congress] 
and with w. Austin Dickinson [William".,A. ~~an.d~-susan: G~.- ·Di.ekinson 
Papers, Houghton Library, Harvard University];. It is the 
It was, perhaps, Dickinson's very solid prospect of success 
which made it possible for the Republican to speak kindly, 
although witJ:tout enthusiasm, of Dickinson's opponents. on 
October 13th, the paper reported that the local branch of 
the Know-Nothings [the Republican invariably used this 
name] had selected a Congressional candidate in the person 
of James M. Blanchard of Springfield. 9 ttHe is not,n said 
the report, nof the order of men from Which Massachusetts 
usually selects her Congressmen; but there are a good many 
worse members of Congress than James M. Blanchard." 
. . 
Apparently, Blanchard's nomination, a forlorn hope in any 
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present writer's conviction that Bowles was an extrao~inarily 
warm-hearted man, Who placed an unusually high value on his 
personal friendships. This was so much the case, in fact, 
and so articulate was he in the expression of personal regard 
in his privateletters, that a casual reader might easily 
misinterpret some of his letters to his female friends as 
expressing romantic love. Yet, with all this warmth of 
affection, he maintained that his editorial personality 
remained altogether free to criticize. And When the lash 
of his editorial criticism stung a friend to an aggrieved 
personal reply, he seemed bewildered at the friend's inability 
to understand the distinction, to h~ quite basic and simple, 
between Bowles the man· and Bowles the editor. The most 
typical and tragic example of this type of contretemps 
related to the ill-advised decision of h+s brother-in-law, 
Henry Alexander, to run for Congress in 1876. By his editorial 
opposition to this candidacy, which he felt justified by 
Mr. Alexander's poor chance of success and by the latter's 
frail health, Bowles permanently ruined the relationship 
with his dearly loved sister. The iron of bitterness entered 
his soul when, Mr. Alexander having failed of election and 
having shortly thereafter died, Mrs. Alexander charged him 
·with the chief responsibility for both events. KCorrespondence 
is iri the Bowles· Family Papers~-. These papers· are in ·the 
possession of' Mr. Richard Hooker of Longmeadow, Mass., a 
grandson of' Samuel Bowles.] 
9springf'ield Daily Republican, October 13, 1854. 
Blanchard was a partner In the local firm of Blanchard and 
Averill, builders of' locomotives. 
case, was not taken too seriously, even by all o~ the 
Know-Nothings; for in early November the Republican ~eported 
a meeting o~ several dozen of that party, on the previous 
day, from which Charles Stearns emerged as a sort o~ 
"maverick" nominee. The Republican noted With dry humor 
that Mr. Stearns and his supporters believed that the 
question o~ the Superintendency of the Armory--military vs. 
civil--was "the great question of the time.nlO 
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Again, on the local scene, there is evidence that the 
intolerant spirit of Know-Nothingism had developed suf~icient 
strength to generate a reaction in that group which was its 
chie~ target. On August 4, 1854 there occurred the semi-
annual meeting o~ the Springfield Irish Mutual Benevolent 
Society. The Society elected of~icers and adopted resolu-
tions, in substance, as ~ollows: 
1. Regret for the ~eelings o~ hostility between· 
themselves and the native American community. 
2. Belie~ that this hostility was traceable to 
the abuse of "the elective ~ranchisett by the 
major political parties in wooing the Irish, 
and by the Irish in acting as their dupes. 
3. Decision that they would hence~orth repudiate 
all.party connections and vote independently 
" ••• as be~its intelligent and ~ree men.ttll 
In the Fall and Winter o~ 1854-1855, the Republican 
insistently urged the course of moderation and restraint in 
10springrield Dai~t Republican, November 7, 1854. 
Charles Stearns, a prom nent citizen o~ Springfield, was the 
chief opponent of Major James Ripley in this struggle. 
See pp. 36-37, supra. 
llibid., September 8, 1854. 
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the developing slavery controversy and was still trying to 
find or create a party vehicle for its views. It set its 
face sternly against the principle and the inevitable 
consequences of a Personal Liberty Law. At this time there 
arose a considerable agitation for the removal from the bench 
of J~dge Edward G. Loring, whose decision it had been that 
sent Anthony Burns back to slavery. Of course, a proper view 
of Judge Loring's action should have taken into considera-
tion the very legitimate distinction between a judge's 
personal sympathies and his understanding of his duty under 
the law. Samuel Bowles was aware of this distinction. 
Indeed, it was the sort of thing to which his mind was 
peculiarly receptive; but he also knew that the general 
public had no patience with such niceties when its passions 
were stirred, and he knew that public opinion was going to 
force some action on this issue. The action would be either 
the removal of Judge Loring or the passage of a Personal 
Liberty Law. In the face of this dilemma, Bowles made his 
choice a characteristically practical one: 
It is better that Judge Loring should fall victim 
to his own want of sympathy with the great heart 
of the Connnonwealth than that the state should be 
more strongly tempted to gO beyond the true doctrine 
of state rights and place itself in open opposition 
to the general government .12 
12springfield Daily Republican, February l?, 1855. 
Bowles had another reason, too, for approving of the removal 
of Judge Loring. On February 22, he wrote to Henry L. Dawes, 
n Judge Loring's removal I look upon as a decided piece of 
conservative legislation. If it be not done, the advocates 
of an elective judiciary for short terms will double instanter 
In mid-1855 came the opportunity for Bowles actually to 
do something toward the creation of a new party in 
Massachusetts~ which should be a union of all parties 
opposed to the extension of slavery. This nfusion~'! as it 
was called at the time, had to be purchased at the sacrifice 
by each of the parties of its peculiar and unsharable 
doctrines; and it could be effected~ obviously, only when 
each of the parties had finally become aware that opposition 
to the extension of slavery had made itself the paramount 
political issue. 
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At the meeting of the National Council of the American 
party in Philadelphia~ in June of 1855, Srumuel Bowles managed 
to break the secrecy with which t~e proceedings were conducted. 
He was in the city and commis~ioned for the purpose as the 
agent of the New York Tribune. Through his personal rela-
tionship ~th several northern Know-Nothings, mainly 
Senator Henry Wilson~ he was enabled to learn and report 
that the southern wing of the party was making a successful 
demand that the party recognize the national character of 
slavery. Further, he was able to assist Senator Wilson in 
creating and assuming the leadership of a strong Northern 
minority Which denounced the decision of the majority and 
"in Massachusetts, and our judiciary will be·placed where 
every passing popular breeze can reach them~ Which I would 
deprecate as much a:s you. 11 George S. Merriam, The Life 
and Times of Samuel Bowles (New York: The Century Co.~ 
1885), I, 164. 
withdrew from the Council, thus destroying the national 
character of the party. Wilson acknowledged that this 
result could not have been accomplished without Bowles.l3 
Bowles and Wilson used these events as the springboard 
for a new movement directed to the achievement of fusion, 
in Massachusetts, under the name or the Republican party. 
Both as an influential individual and as an editor, Bowles 
worked bard to create the new organization, and the effort 
was sufficiently successful to give the new party a grasp 
on life that was not subsequently loosened, although the 
party was not immediately able to win an election.l4 It 
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was Bowles' belief that Massachusetts was now ready, as ithad 
~not been a year earlier, to support the attempt at a new 
party. Not everyone agreed with him, of course, even amongst 
those who hoped for the success of the effort.. William Stowe, 
of Springfield, attested to Bowles' work and his own mis-
givings in a letter of July 20, 1855: 
Sam -(Bowles] is· desperately at work on fusion, but 
it's a hard job. He deserves great praise for his 
courage and tenacity of purpose and if the thing is 
successful he will deserve more credit than anyone 
else. But we of the North, and qf Mass. especially, 
13Letter of Henry Wilson to Samuel Bowles, June 23, 1855~ 
Bowles Family Papers, in the collection of Mr. Richard Hooker, 
Longmeadow, Mass~ See also Merriam, Life and Times of 
Samuel Bowles, I, 13?-139. 
14 For a summary of Bowles' part in the events surround-
ing the establishment of the Republican Party in Massachusetts, 
see Merriam, Life and Times of Samuel Bowles, I, 139-140. 
have not been sufficiently snubbed and humbled at 
the foot of the slave power. Poor, mean abject 
crawlers that we have been and are, I doubt 
whether there is manhood enough left in the 
Commonwealth to redeem it. I much fear too that 
we have not the men to lead the "sacramental hostrr 
who are ready to rally by the tens of thousands 
for the struggle which impends ••.• But I fear that 
we are not ready for a fusion, and that chaos must 
reign yet a little longer here. In any and all 
other arrangements, count me out.l5 
67 
Almost as though in answer to the major points of Stowe's 
letter, Bowles wrote to Henry L. Dawes a few weeks later: 
I put into my paper all I know and all I feel as 
to politics. I have an abiding faith in fusion, 
and don't allow myself to be disheartened by open 
opposition, lukewarm friends or timid advocacy. 
I am very certain it has got to come, & the means 
by which it shall be achieved are matter [sic] of 
little moment to me, so that they succeed. There 
will be a quarrel in the K-N Convention to-morrow, 
perhaps a split. I am indiffel~nt to it. It 
cannot put off the end day •.•• 
The meeting of the Know-Nothing Council in Springfield 
on August 7, 1855, did, in fact, result in the quarrel that 
Bowles had predicted, and the fortunes of Republican fusion 
were thus advanced another step. The really important result 
of the meeting was the formation of a committee empowered to 
15wil~iam Stowe to Henry L. Dawes, July 20, 1855, 
Henry L. Dawes Collection, Library of Congress. 
16samuel Bowles to Henry L. Dawes, August 6, 1855, Henry 
L. Dawes Collection, Library of Congress. It is altogether 
possible that this letter does, in fact, answer the points of 
Stowe's letter, above; both letters are addressed to Dawes, 
and the latter may well bave communicated Stowe's sentiments 
to Bowles. 
The reference to the Know-Nothing Convention and the 
likelihood of a quarrel therein, was based on the knowledge that 
there was a strong disposition among some party members to 
attempt to keep the or~anization alive by compromising some of 
its peculiar "nativist' principles and its trappings of a 
secret order. 
meet with similar committees from other parties for the 
purpose of exploring the possibilities of co-operation. 
This committee issued a call for_a multiparty meeting, to 
be held in Boston on August 16th, and the leading name on 
the call was that of Samuel Bowles. This use of Bowles' 
name, whether a mistake or a deliberate maneuver, was 
unauthorized; but Bowles was willing to accept the unsought 
responsibility, in any case, for he approved of the objec-
tive involved. 17 From the Boston meeting on August 16th, 
over which Bowles presided, came substantial agreement among 
all of the parties involved except the Know-Nothings and a. 
ndie hardtt element of the Whigs. That agreement took the 
form of a plan for a Republican convention to be held at 
Worcester on September 20th. When this latter convention 
was held, it nominated Julius Rockwell for the governorship 
after a close contest between that gentleman and Henry J. 
Gardner, who was the incumbent and the leading figure among 
the Know-Nothings. 
Gardner had been opposed, in the. we~ks preceding the 
convention, by Bowles and the Republican, and it is clear 
that the ground of that opposition was the apparently well 
founded suspicion that Gardner ~as much more interested in 
his own political career than he was in fusion. Writing to 
Bowles on the eve of the convention, Gardner complained of 
17 Springfield Daily Republican, August 13, 1855. 
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the ro~gh treatme~t he was receiving from the Republican, 
saying, in effect, that any number of other men could engage 
in all manner of dishono~able machinations, 
••• and you are dumb, but if any of my supporters 
or any Know-nothing up in Hampshire County makes 
a speech and tells the truth --~ or tells a lie 
if you please, or forty of them, you are down 
on me by letter and in print-- Is this consis-
tent, is this· just-- is this doing as you would 
be done by? •••• you are doing the best you can 
to give the state to Beach. The Liberator and 
Anti Slavery Standard both say if between 
B(each) and myself, they hope he-will get it. 
You act so, if you don't talk so.l8 
In another letter, written at approximately the srume 
time, Gardner took an almost pleading tone with Bowles, as 
he complained of a recent editorial in the Republican: 
Is it not possible that such articles as that 
may tend to widen the breach--to throw 
obstacles in the way of fusion--to cause 
heart-burnings--to defeat-the_ union of 
antiSlavery men (which you & I want to see) 
and induce us to spend our energies in 
tearing one another's hair out here at home 
instead of fighting our Common Enemy? My 
.dear Bowles, think of this. An attempt at 
fusion which results in all the bitterness 
of a desperate battle would be a thousand 
til:nes worse than if such an union had never 
been tho't (sic) of.l9 
In September of 1855, then, When the Republicans nomi-
nated dUlius Rockwell as tbeir candidate for Governor, they 
18Henry d. Gardner to Samuel Bowles, September 17, l85(5), 
Bowles Family Papers, in the collection of Mr. Richard Hooker, 
Longmeadow, Mass. 
l9Henry J. Gardner to Samuel Bowles, no date but obvious-
ly written in·the Summer or early Fall of 1855. Bowles 
Family Papers, in the collection of Mr. Richard Hooker, 
Longmeadow, Mass. 
were indicating their dissatisfaction with the professed 
devotion to Republicanism of Henry J. Gardner. This latter 
gentleman promptly justified their feelings by 11 accepting" 
the nomination of the American party, and he went on to 
win the contest. Bowles viewed the election campaign as a 
struggle between the supporters of two opposed principles 
(the Republicans and their opposition to the extension of 
slavery, against the Democrats and their devotion to the 
slave power) which was fatally confused by the blind 
conservatism of the die-hard Whigs and the unprincipled 
ambition of the opportunistic Americans. 20 The new 
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Republican party of Massachusetts had been solidly established, 
however, and in that accomplishment Samuel Bowles and the 
Republican had played a conspicuous part. The political 
issues of the immediate future were to provide insurance 
against whatever weaknesses the new organization possessed. 
The year 1856 demonstrated the strength of the 
Republican party, in the nation and in Massachusetts, through 
the presidential election campaign. The wisdom of the 
party's leaders in the State was demonstrated by their 
refraining from nominating a candidate to oppose Henry J. 
Gardner for the governorship. They were conscious_that the 
national campaign was of vastly greater importance, even for 
20 See Sprin~ield Daily Republican editorials of 
September 16 and ~' October 3 and November 17, 1855. 
the party within Massachusetts, than ~ny temporary advantage 
which they might secure by making a good showing against 
Gardner and the Americans, if that advantage had to be 
purchased at the cost of losing the support of the Gardner 
machine for the candidacy of Colonel Fremont. This line of 
action was suggested by the Republican on the eve of the 
Massachusetts Republican Convention, with the strategy laid 
bare apparently to prevent the nomination of Gardner as the 
specifically Republican candidate .- 21 There is no reason to 
suppose that the Republican leaders did n0t expect to win 
the presidential election, although the-y: were conscious of 
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the great strength of the Democrats and the divisive influence 
of the Fillmore Americans, but they were acting as though 
they believed that, in any event, the.· future belonged to 
them. Bowles made this point often enough in his editorials 
22 
and his private correspondence. 
That Bowles was anxious to win in 1856, and that he 
believed it a possibility as early as April, he demonstrated 
in a letter to Henry L. Dawes which demonstrated also, 
explicitly and implicitly, the degree of independence which 
he had attained: 
2lslringfield Daily Republican, September 15, 1856. The 
editoria begins with a scathing denunciation of Gardner's 
two successive administrations. 
22Ibid., ·November 4 and 5, 1856. Also in a letter from 
Bowles to R• L • . Dawes, March 16, 1858. Henry L. Dawes 
Collection, Library of Congress. 
I know that I am not prudent--I don't 
want·to be--but I know what I am about. I 
know, too, my motives, and I am not af'raid 
to make comparison with-those of open enemies 
and distrustful friends. I don't wish any-
body to be responsible for me or my paper. 
The more thoroughly independent I can make 
it·, the better I shall be satisfied, and the 
really influential and prosperous will it 
be •••• 
Fremont is thoroughly with us, and if 
we can·win with him, we must put him on the 
coursEY~ · f'or victory is indispensable to 
freedom. Greeley is for him •••• Seward wants 
to be the candidate & Bailey of' the National 
E~a is for him (Seward], content to wait until 
1860 for a victory. But that won't do.23 
At this time, the Fall of 1856, Reuben A. Chapman of 
Sp~ingfie ld, long a prominent and conservative Whig, began 
to feel the attraction of the Republican party, and with 
his conversion to Republicanism, the party in Springfield 
and the state received a formidable addition to its strength. 
The public announcement of his conversion came in the form 
of a letter to the Boston Advertiser, which had previously 
reported him as paTticipating actively in a meeting of the 
Fillmore Americans (Know-Nothings]. Chapman's letter 
indignantly denied acting with the Know-Nothings or other 
nFree Soil agitators of' the North,n and specifically 
denounced the principles of religious and racial bigotry 
upon which the party was founded. He went on to flay the 
Demoeratic party for its responsibility for the violence in 
23samuel Bowles to Henry L. Dawes, April 19, 1856, 
Henry L. Dawes Collection, Library of Congress. 
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Kansas. As ror the rump Southern government or Kansas, he 
wrote, n ••• every intelligent man ~nd every lawyer know that 
such a government has no legality." Reviewing the work or 
the Kansas legislature, he continued, 11 ---I have been amazed 
that any body or men could be collected from any quarter, 
without robbing the gallows and the penitentiaries, Who 
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could enact laws so atrocious.n He charged the Democrats 
with the intention to make Kansas a slave state, regardless 
of what the cost might be in terms of violence, and therefore 
asserted that the Demo?ratic party had rorreited its right 
to continued existence. He concluded by endorsing the 
candidacy or Colonel Fremont.24 
During this election year of 1856, Samuel Bowles and 
the Republican were much concerned With the fortunes of 
Henry L. Dawes. Over the period of years covered by this 
essay, this Congressman was in orfice cont~iy after 1854; 
but he was not always representing Springrield, for the 
boundaries of his district moved with the shifting tides or 
apportionment. In this election, Springfield was not in his 
district, Springfield's Republican candidate being Dr. c. c. 
Chaffee. Nevertheless, Dawes was marked by Bowles as a 
coming man, and the two men developed at this time a personal 
and political friendship which was life long. 
24 Boston Daily Advertiser, September 10, 1856. 
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For Chaffee, of whom mo~e will be said later, Bowles 
had relatively little regard. In any case, Bowles considered 
Dawes to be the prime advocate at·Washington of the interests 
of all of Western Massachusetts. It is clear also, from the 
tone.as well as the contents of their voluminous correspond-
ence, that Bowle~ continuously cherished two other conclusions 
concerning Dawes. The first of these was that Dawes stood 
for precisely the set of principles that Bowles wished to 
see implemented by the new Republican party; and the second 
was that he himself could and would be Dawes' political 
mentor. This latter conclusion emerges from the scores of 
letters which Bowles wrote to Dawes. These letters almost 
always showed the language of warm friendship, and mixed 
very personal inquiries and reports of family affairs with 
political counsel. In the latter, Bowles displayed an almost 
avuncular tone, obviously proceeding from the assumption that 
,.... ,.... 
he was wiser than his protege in the realm of politics. 
Perhaps this assumption was based merely on the knowledge 
that, being away from the confusion of Washington, and with 
his excellent journalistic lines of co:miD.unication to condi-
tions in Dawest home district and state, he was in a position 
to make more leisurely judgments than was Dawes. In any 
case, Dawes did not seem to resent Bowles' advice, although 
. . . 
he, too, was a man of independent judgment. 
In the election of 1856, Dawes' most serious opponent 
was the candidate of an unnatural alliance of Democrats and 
Fillmore Americans, the Reverend Mark Trafton of Westfield. 
In a letter written one month be~ore the election, Bowles 
indicated his opinion of Trafton, the length of his own 
political ar.m and something of the tone referred to above: 
I have written Greeley and [Ezra] Lincoln 
urging articles in the Tribune and the Atlas, 
both can act usefully and influentially to 
break Trafton's column before he gets it 
formed •••• Trafton will do everything mean. 
He threatens, I hear, to show a bad anti-
slavery record against you, but he must 
know what I do not if he can. I thought if 
you had ke~t anything spotless it was tbat. 25 
Having received a reply that was something less than 
fully confident, Bowles wrote to Dawes again several weeks 
later: 
I hope you don't write and talk to others as 
you write to me. It is a very poor way of 
carrying on a campaign. [There follow here 
several paragraphs of detailed advice on 
campaign tactics, in which Bowles shows the 
vigor and determination of a fighter.] I 
wish you would write to Ezra Lincoln at Boston 
and ask him to say something in your favor as 
the regular Fremont nominee, as I suggested. 
Don't be modest about it, but do it. I have 
special reasons for urging it.26 
In the election of November 4th, despite his own mis-
givings and whatever may have been the effect of Bowles' 
support of Dawes, the latter was overwhelmingly successful, 
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as was Dr. Chaffee in the district which embraced Springfield •. 
25
samuel Bowles to Henry L. Dawes, October 8, 1856~ 
Henry L. Dawes Collection, Library of Congress. 
26srumuel Bowles to Henry L. Dawes, October 25, 1856, 
Henry L. Dawes Collection, Library of Congress. 
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Fremont lost the election, of course, but he had carried 
Massachusetts. In that victory, Springfield acquitted 
itself as follows: 
For 
President 
For 
Governor 
Republicans & 
Fremont 
Americans Democrats 
Fillmore 
Americans 
Democrats & 
Fillmore 
Americans 
Fremont: 1380 Buchanan: 799 Fillmore: 168 
Gardner: 1221 Beach: 931 
For 
Congressman Chaffee: 1333 
2 William 
Fowler: 988 
This voting record, while it does show a certain unsettled 
quality in party lines, demonstrates two interesting phenomena. 
The first of these is seen most clearly ~n the congressional 
contest, where a combination of Republicans and Fremont 
Americans shows approximately the same clear superiority over 
the combination of Democrats and Fillmore Americans which 
the Republicans alone were to acquire over th~ Democrats 
alone in later elections. The second point of interest is 
the fact that the voters were clearly voting a straight 
ticket, as closely ~s they could find such a thing ·among 
the choices offered, for Erasmus D. Beach couldn't muster 
more than 931 votes in his own home town. 
Immediately after the election, Dr. Josiah G. Holland 
indulged in a characteristic bit of moralizing--he was, above 
27 
Springfield Daily Republican, November 5, 1856. 
all, a professional moralist--when he wrote to congratulate 
Dawes upon his victory. He urged Dawes to be on his guard 
against pernicious influences and to stay true to his 
principles. 28 
During the next two years, the Republican party became 
firmly established in Massachusetts and in Springfield. In 
the course of this development, the r~mnants of the Whig, 
Free Soil and American parties completed their lingering 
departure from the political scene. As the American party 
faded, so did the career of Governor Henry J. Gardner, a 
viet~, so some Springfield Republicans thought, of his own 
unprincipled ambition. Just before the convention, which 
was held in Worcester in early September of 1857 to further 
promote the fusion of all political elements opposed to the 
extension of slavery, William Stowe of Springfield wrote to 
Henry L. Dawes, expressing a sentiment that eventually 
triumphed. After urging Dawes to attend the convention, he 
continued: 
But I am ~pressed that if we are ever to unite 
and consolidate the honest and practical republican 
sentiment of Massachusetts it must be done, or 
started now. Gardner will concentrate the elements 
of diabolism of all sorts, and can only be beaten 
by a bold, manly, courageous and united opposition 
of men who believe that there are some·matters in 
issue in Massachusetts besides Henry J. Gardner.29 
28Josiah G. Holland to Henry L. Dawes, November 8, 1856, 
Henry L. Dawes Collection, Library of Congress. 
29william Stowe to Henry L. Dawes, September 4, 1857, 
Henry L. Dawes Collection, Library of Congress. 
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When the people and the politicians of Massachuse~ts finally 
learned to agree with the sentiments of Mr. Stowe then 
. , 
Governor Gardner was finished, opposition to the extension 
of slavery bec~e the cement or the stumbling block of all 
poli~ical action, and the star of Nathaniel Banks rose in 
the .firmament. 
One other point remains to be mentioned in connection 
with Springfield politicians in the 1850's. It is of minor 
historical interest, a quirk of fate, one of Clio's little 
jokes: Dr. C. C. Chaffee of Springfield, Congressman for 
the Tenth District of Massachusetts from 1855 to 1859, owned 
Dred Scott--in a manner of speaking. The world knows the 
general story of Dred Scott! That he was born a slave in 
Virginia in 1795, and was the property of one Peter Blow; 
that he was taken by members of the Blow f~ily to St. Louis, 
Missouri, and there was sold by the Blows, in 1827, to 
Dr. John Emerson, an Army surgeon; and that he was taken by 
Dr. Emerson into the State of Illinois and, later, into the 
Wisconsin Territory, in both of which places slavery was 
legally impossible. Scott was subsequently returned to 
Missouri and there resumed his status as a slave, if, indeed, 
he had ever been conscious up to that time that he had 
attained any other status. Upon the death of Dr. Emerson, 
Scott became the property of the widow, Irene Sanford Emerson. 
Some time in the early 1840's'· Mrs. Emerson removed to 
Massachusetts, where she met and married Dr. C. C. Chaffee. 
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Dred Scott was left in Missouri, in the care of Mrs. Emerson's 
family. In 1846, Scott sued for his freedom in a Missouri 
court, and thus began a long process of litigation, character-
ized by several reversals of judgment on the part of 
successively higher courts. In 1857, the United States 
Supreme Court rendered a final judgment, by the terms of 
which Scott r~ained a slave, and which incidentally declared 
the Missouri Compromise to be unconstitutional.30 During 
this litigation, the nominal owner of Dred Scott was 
John F. A. Sanford, the brother of Mrs. Irene Sanford Emerson 
Chaffee, but no real transfer of property was ever made. 
Consequently, Mrs. Chaffee remained Scott's owner, although 
she was probably indifferent to the fact until the case 
attained national prominence. When it had attained that 
prominence, and when the final judgment was made, it was 
acutely embarrassing ~o Dr. Chaffee, whose sentiments were 
strongly anti-slavery. Partly as a result of the Congress-
man's embarrassment, the legal manumission of Dred Scott was 
hastily accomplished. 31 Indeed, haste was necessary, for 
Dred Scott died in September of 1858. 
If Chaffee's part in all of this may properly be viewed 
30The essential points are from· the Dictionary of 
American Biography, XVI,-488-489, and from the Springfield 
Daily Republican, May 28, 1890. 
. . 
3 ~.A.B,, XVI, 489; Green, Springfield, 1636-1886, 
p. 510. ~· 
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as one of history's ironies, it is almost certain that the 
Congressman didn't appreciate the joke. From his letters to 
Henry L. Dawes there emerges the impression that Dr. Chaffee 
was a cultivated man, not without a delicate sense of humor, 
but a man lacking in that driving energy which is so desirable 
a quality in a career politician. He seemed to feel a sense 
of grievance that, standing in a position in Whi~h other men 
could do great things in a period characterized by the making 
of vital decisions and the unleashing of titanic fo~ces, yet 
he seemed to be stationary and finally, passed over. His 
humor, and something of his languor, may be seen in a letter 
to Dawes which he wrote from Washington in January of 1859: 
••• Is the Union safe by reason of the election 
of White as .Sergeant at Ar.ms? That is now the 
only thing I can think of' that Will form a land-
mark in.history this side of the Election of a 
Speaker. I had some constituents arr·ive the 
evening·after you left & consequently have had 
company, so that I have not yet committed suicide.32 
One of Chaffee's main problems, perhaps the source of his 
political weakness, was the fact that he and Samuel Bowles had 
no great regard for each other. He complained to Dawes on 
one occasion that Bowles' support of him was ttleft-handed and 
grudging~ n and concluded by saying that he thought the 
Republican party was no whit the stronger for having the 
support of the Springfield Republican.33 
32c. c. Chaffee to Henry L. Dawes, January 24, 1859, 
Henry L •. Dawes Collection, Library of Congress •. 
33c. c. Chaffee to Henry L. Dawes, July 16, 1859, 
Henry L. Dawes Collection, Library of Congress. 
And on another occasion he wrote to Dawes to complain . 
of criticism of himself which had that day appeared in the 
Repuplican, and he added in an almost peevish tone, "I had 
thought I have done well for the district, more than it has 
done for me.tt34 
Such were the weaknesses of Congressman c. C. Chaffee. 
In any case, the great events of the next few years found 
him inactive, telling his friends that he would go to 
Washington no more, yet hinting to his acquaintances still 
in power that he would gratefully accept a mere clerkship. 35 
34c. c. Chaffee to Henry L. Dawes, August 19, 1858, 
Henry L. Dawes Collection, Library of Congress. 
35c. c. Chaffee to Henry ·L. Dawes, April 18, 1862 
and May 3, 1862~ Henry L. Dawes Collection, Library of 
Congress. 
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CHAPTER V 
SPRINGFIELD ON THE EVE OF THE WAR 
From the time of the defeat of Fremont in 1856, until 
well into the year 1860, Samuel Bowles, and the newspaper 
which was his voice, presented an interesting problem in 
analysis. At one and the same time, they seemed to have a 
clear understanding of the issues Which were driving the 
nation to war, and an easy confidence that all would come 
right in the end. On election day in 1856, the lead article 
of the Republican seemed to expect defeat, for which it 
thoroughly castigated the Know-Nothings, charging them with 
confUsing the issue before the country. This issue it 
forcefully summarized as follows: 
The real abstract question at issue between the 
two parties is, whether Congress shall control 
the destinies of the territories, and dedicate 
them as of old to freedom, or whether they shall 
be left for bitter and bloody struggles between 
the settlers, like those which in Kansas now 
shock the moral sense of civilization everywhere. 
Practically the question is whether the influence 
of the national government sha·Il be used to extend 
slavery and aggregate its political puwer, or to 
l~it its bounds and weaken its hold over the 
politics, the business and the religion of the 
nation. I 
Yet opt~ism was the keynote of the Republican's view 
of the future. nThe Republicans,tt it stated in the same 
editorial, ncan alone afford to be beaten.u These attitudes 
toward the major political issues before the country are 
lspringfield Daily Republican, November 4, 1856. 
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characteristic of the paper's utterance between this time 
and the secession crisis of 1860.2 
The attitude implied above, that the Democratic Party 
couldn't afford to be beaten, was not one that Bowles held 
merely editorially in the hope of bolstering up Republican 
confidence; rather, it was an abiding personal conviction 
based upon a shrewd analysis of contemporary politics. In 
writing to Henry L. Dawes at Washington in March of 1858, 
he further amplified his analysis: 
The Democracy and Slavery have no power but in 
their former success; that charm needs to be 
broken, and when broken they are gone forever. 
Their success with Lecompton will impress the 
country more than ever with their invincibility, 
and alone will give them a power which we shall 
find it hard to beat in 1860. Beaten now--they 
fall at once and forever. They cannot rally 
from a defeat, depend upon it.3 
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2No significant change of attitude is discernible during 
the months of 1857 when the Republican was under the direction 
of Dr. Holland and when Bowles was busy in Boston vainly try-
ing to make a great metropolitan dailr of' the J?oston Traveller. 
3samuel Bowles to Henry L. Dawes, March n.d., 1858, 
Henry L. Dawes Collection, Library of Congress. The chief 
object of Bowles in writing this letter was to advise Dawes 
as to the wisest course to take in meeting, in Congress, the 
challenge of the Lecompton Constitution. He said, in part: 
ni hope our friends will make no parliamentary struggle on 
the bill in the House, but simply ask a·fair chance to amend 
it and if you can't kill it in that way, then I shall be-
lieve you don't want to.n It is in this letter also that 
he expressed a piece of political and editorial philosophy 
by which he was guided during the whole period relating to 
the·causes and course of the Civil War; it is as follows: 
rt ••• it is not wise to run far ahead of the popular judgment, 
__ if' you want to serve either a cause or a friend. u 
In fact 1 the political commentary of the Republican in 
- . 
1860, before the election of L~ncoln, was almost languid
1 
so confident was it of victory. Characteristic of this 
period was the lead editorial of late September, bearing 
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the title ttPublic Faith in Lincoln's Election. tt4 It was a 
declarative statement that the nation knew that Lincoln would 
be elected, and that most of the nation would be well satis-
fied to have it so. 
Springfield was fairly Well represented at the Chicago 
Convention in May of 1860. Lieutenant Governor Eliphalet 
Trask was there as a delegat~ 1 as was George Ashmun, who 
presided over the convention. Samuel Bowles was present, 
but only as a political reporter; although it cannot be 
doubted that he attempted to exercise political influence 
upon the delegates. 5 But although George Asbmun was a very 
important figure at the convention, it is true that he could 
not possibly have represented Springfield or Western 
Mas~achusetts as such. Already elderly 1 Ashmun's prestigious 
political career was obviously behind him, which doubtless 
expla.ins, in part, why he was chosen to preside. In any 
case, he was by now a tired and disillusioned old professional, 
4springfield Daily Republican, September 27, 1860. 
5In a letter to his wife, May 18, 1860, Bowles showed 
that he went to Chicago favoring the candidacy of Massachu-
setts• Governor Banks; but quickly realizing that Banks' 
nomination was impossible, he thereafter concentrated on 
effecting the nomination of whatever candidate could be 
elected. Merriam, Life and Times of Samuel Bowles, I, 303. 
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incapable of becoming terribly exci~ed about any eandidate. 
In a letter to Senator Henry Wilson, he expressed his surprise 
at being chosen as a delegate, and went on to reflect a deep, 
brooding concern for the nation1s future, coupled with an air 
of personal detachment: 
A few months ago the prospect seemed to be ••• sure 
that the administration of the Government would 
once more be restored to decent hands. But the 
battle has been well nigh fooled away; and I have 
no appetite for an unavailing contest. How to 
win, is, indeed, a problem; but it is much easier 
to foretell how to lose. 
I dontt care a fig for any of the candidates 
except as they may give assurances of success. 
All my love for any public man was long ago 
buried in the grave by the seaside. {Doubtless, 
this is a reference to Ashmun's devotion to 
Daniel Webster.J But a drive to ••• Southern 
independence nstill lives,tt--I may indeed have 
to go once more into a political convention. 
• • • • .. • • • •'4 :·, 9 -~ • • • • • • • • • • .. • • 
My present great anxiety is that Douglas 
may not be nominated at Charleston. Our 
greatest danger is there--next to the selfish-
ness of those who seek a nomination for 
themselves at Chicago.6 
For the people of Springfield, as for most other Easterners 
at the time of his nomination, Lincoln was an unknown quantity. 
After his speech at the Cooper Institute, the Republiet;_n had 
carried a few lines noting the Tribune 1 s comment on the 
siz.e and brilliance of his audience, nothing more. 7 And 
Lincolnts policy of avoiding the limelight on all but the 
6George Ashmun to Henry Wilson, April 2, 1860, 
Henry Wilson Papers, Library of Congress. 
7 Springfield Daily Republican, February 29, 1860. 
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most important political occasions during the campaign, and 
in the succeeding rew months, did not give anyone much basis 
fo~ forging a well-developed opinion of him. The fact that 
he was a ndark horsett candidate for the nomination, and the 
fact that his candidacy succeeded only through the wealth of 
enmities possessed by men much better known and apparently 
better qualified, forced the Republicans of the North, 
including those of Springfield, to be satisfied with him, 
simply because he was the Republican Candidate. They 
therefore adopted the course of making noises which they 
hoped sounded enthusiastic. Immediately after the nomination 
or Lincoln, the Republican gave voice to an attitude which 
was undoubtedly widely held in Springfield and the East 
generally! 
In ways which it is useless to mention now, we 
are, of course, disappointed '[the Massachusetts 
delegation bad gone to the convention committed 
to the support of Nathaniel P. Banks); in ways 
which we shall have frequent occasion to mention 
between this date and November, we are glad and 
grateful.8 
A 1.'ew ·aays later, the Republican began the J?Olicy of praising 
Lincoln's character~ u!Ionesty is his forte, indeed, and 
'Honest old Abe' will mean something serious, as well as 
prove a talking campaign cry.n9 
Whatever the precise impression Samuel Bowles obtained 
of Lincoln, at the Convention and in the succeeding months, 
8springfield Daily Republican, May 19, 1860. 
9Ibid., May 23, 1860. 
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it was not an exceptionally favorable one. This seems clear 
on the basis of Bowles' much quoted statement that 
Lincoln is a ttsimple S.usanu and the men who 
fought a week at Chicago to nominate him have 
probably got their ~abor for their'pains. But 
no matter--Seward is a necessity ••• but let the 
New Yorker with his Illinois attachment have a 
fair tria1.10 
In this same letter, referring to a recent illness and 
to Dawes' suggestion that he come to Washington, Bowles went 
on to say: 
I am oter weak and could not stand the fatigue 
and excitement of your capital city in this 
"crisis." Moreover, I am afraid I haven't a 
vital interest in the present now. We shall · 
come out of it sooner or later safe and ~ound, 
and not a bit worse for my fretting. 
I have great faith in everything but the 
Republican party; and that, if it chooses nmay 
go hang.n It seems to care a -- sight [sic] 
more about getting Mr. Seward out of the 
Cabinet than about anything else right now •••• 
It is not probable that I should see things 
different at Washington, but I am glad I am not 
there. I can keep cool here, and calm, and am 
reading poetry--and pitying my friends who cantt. 
Of course, Bowles allowed none of this lack of enthusiasm 
for Lincoln to show in the columns of the Republican, Which 
lOsa.muel Bowles to Henry L. Dawes, February 26, 1861, 
Henry L. Dawes Collection, Library of Congress. It is ironic 
that this letter which demonstrates so clearly Bowles' early 
misreading of the character of Abraham Lincoln, and his 
misapprehension of what was to be the relationship between 
Lincoln and Seward, should have included in a later paragraph 
and another connection, the words: "My instincts rarely fail 
me in politics, and they are sure here. n The truth is that 
Bowles did have a very great capacity for understanding 
politics. EvidentlY., this was one of the rare instances 
when his ttinstincts' did fail him. 
continued its steady support of the nominee and President-
elect as the titular leader of the Party.ll 
Like many other journals, groups and individuals in 
1860, the Republican betrayed no real consciousness tbat the 
nation was trembling on the verge of dissolution. It was 
aware, of.course, of the oft-repeated Southern threat of 
secession, but this was not taken seriously. It was alluded 
to with fair frequency throughout the pre-election months, 
but it was considered merely as a political trlck.l2 An 
editorial late in June had complacently stated: 
The way is now easy to the completion of the 
revolution by the entrance of the Republican 
party into the possession of the government, 
with the acquiescence of the great mass of 
the people of the nation, and with the dis-
position on all sides to give it a fair trialtl3 
More directly a Republican leader of early October, entitled 
"Ravings of the Disunionists, tt noted the cries and threats 
of secessionists ttbut their efforts attract little serious 
attention, even in their own section. 11 In more detail, this 
editorial stated: 
There never was a time in our national history 
when the cry of disunion meant so little, and 
yet there are a dozen or.more of men at the 
South shouting it at the top of their voices 
and making believe that they are in a state of 
such frightful excitement and exasperation that 
they find it difficult to content themselves on 
the same continent with 11 black Republicans. ttl4 
llsprin~field Daily Republican, June 30, ·october 3, 
November 3, ~ovember 15, 1860 and February 12, 1861. 
12~., October.3, 1860. 
13Ibid. · June 25, 1860. 
--' 14Ibid., October 3, 1860. 
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In the next few weeks, several other editorials confirmed 
this point of view. 15 
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Apparently, the generations-long acceptance of that respect 
for constitutions and the law, which is basic to constitutional 
government, was making it very difficult for Samuel Bowles to 
recognize that this political struggle was quite different, 
in kind, from those which he had previously witnessed. Like 
the majority of Republicans of the day, and like the party's 
candidate, Bowles accepted the view that slavery within the 
states was untouc~able, invulnerable to constitutional attack 
by the national gpvernment. Indeed, he was even more conser-
vative on the slavery issue and on constitutionalism than the 
articulate majority in Massachusetts, for as late as December 
of 1860, the Republican was pleading for the repeal of the 
Massachusetts Personal Liberty Law. 16 Appealing to reason 
over emotion, it declared the law not only unconstitutional 
but wholly useless, and hence, a senseless provocation of 
Southern anger. 
W. s. Elwell the portrait painter reflected the community's 
slowly dawning consciousness that the threat of secession was 
more than a political trick. In mid-November, 1860, he wrote: 
The South continues·her threatening. And now 
appears more than mere blu.ster. 
I pray they may learn Wisdom. A fatal error 
should they insist upon so disastrous a step.l7 
15springfield Daily Republican, October 12, 13, 15 and 
17, 186 • 
16Ibid, November 24 and December 1; 1860. 
17w:-s. Elwell, Diary, November 12, 1860, Springfield City 
Library Association, SpringfieJd, Mass. 
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Another prominent Springfield resident, Attorney Reuben 
Chapman, soon to be appointed an associate justice of the 
Supreme Judicial Court of Massachusetts, expressed himself 
in the year 1860 with a determined forthrightness and con-
viction which refuted the conservatism imputed to him by 
his friend and pastor. 18 Writing to Congressman Dawes in 
late January 1860, he·referred to a recent anti-Southern 
speech which Senator Henry Wilson had made in the Senate, 
and which was published in the Republican. 19 Chapman praised 
Wilson's speech and asked Dawes to transmit his sentiments 
to Wilson, with the caution that this was not to be taken 
as approval of Wilson's u ••• political jugglery in 
Massachusetts. 11 He continued: 
I think it is time to assume the same tone in 
the House, and I hope that you Will draw your 
blade and make a cut· and thrust speech against 
the Southern demands. These deprecating dis-
avowing defensive speeches only weaken a party--
They are killing the Republicans I fear--. L.et 
the country ring with charges against the · 
[disunionists?] too [many.?] ~epublicans [reeently?] 
have seemed to quail before insolence. Let me 
add that the Conscience element is about killing 
the party •••• It sees nothing but the moral evil 
of Slavery in the abstract, ignores all common 
sense, denounc·es its own friends and deserts its 
best men. · 
Aga~, in a letter to Dawes dated April, 1860, Chapman 
displayed the same viewpoint: 
l8see above, p. 27. 
19Reuben Chapman to Henry L. Dawes, January 27, 1860, 
Henry L. Dawes Collection, Library of Congress. 
I have just had the pleasure to read your 
eloquent speech. But eloquence is the least 
important part of it. It has the true ring--
It is aggressive. It puts the Southern 
democrats on their defense. This is all I 
have time to say •••• Poor Buchanant20 
Judge Chapmansts consistent aggressivenes; and his 
impatience with words, at a time when conditions called for 
action, was demonstrated further by a letter to Dawes in 
February, 1861: 
I am happy to inform you that the Union 
is to be saved this week by·a speech from 
Mr. Everett in Faneuil Hall. 
On the whole I think Mr. Adams' plan 
will do provided Lincoln will speedily send 
out a good copy of territorial officer, who 
shall properly [complete?] the organization 
of the state, and recall all the officers of 
the Army who have slaves there. If great 
care is taken on this .[matter?] we can at 
once secure New Mexico as a free state; and 
I think it should be done if the Republican 
party has the strength and the gumption to 
do it.2l · 
Finally, to further emphasize Judge Chapman's forth-
rightness, was his letter to Dawes of late July, 1861. It 
is included here, even though it was written after the 
commencement of hostilities, to complete the emerging 
picture of the total attitudes and personality of one of 
Springfield's most prominent citizens in this period: 
I have joined in the general grief at our 
defeat £first Battle of Bull Run], and in the 
20Reuben Chapman to Henry L. Dawes, April 20, 1860, 
HenrY L. Dawes Collection, Library of Congress. Dawes' 
s_peechl to-which Chapman refers, is printed in full in the 
Republ can, April 20, 1860. 
21Reuben Chapman to Henry L. Dawes, February 4, 1861, 
Henry L. Dawes Collection, Library of Congress. 
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general indignation against the Metropolitan 
press, which has endeavored to exaggerate the 
matter so much beyond the t:I"uth for :(political?) 
purposes. The way these publicatians print 
exaggerations does great injui"y. I have 
joined in the more than indignation against the 
[two illegible words] for their wicked attempts 
to create anarehy--& I have wished tbat half a 
dozen N. Yoi"k papers could be suppressed. 
And I believe in t:I"usting those who are 
in power. Especially I have great faith in 
the President and Gen. Scott. But there is 
one fact which I wish the President knew. A 
gentleman, perfectly reliable, who has lived 
in Washington many y.ears, and who spent last 
winter there; who knows familiarly most of 
~he old clerks in all the depai"tments, told 
me not long since that it was well known there 
that our Secretaries, Chase and all, are allow-
ing themselves to be grossly humbugged in re-
gard to the Southern Breckenridge men who have 
kept their clei"kships by taking the oath of 
allegiance. He says many of them·wear the 
Lincoln badge by day, and at eve', when they 
visit their friends, they wear the Jackson 
badge over it, and they regard their oath to 
the Union as a nullity. Of course they betray 
every secret in their power. I have learned 
so many facts about Washington treachery that 
I fully believe his statement, and that we are 
suffering incalculable injury from our squeam-
ishness as to these clerks and others ttwo 
illegible words]. I wish the Pres. could be 
told of this by yourself, and I wish the 
Secretaries could be told of it. I believe 
that when we are pouring out blood and 
treasure so generously it is no t~e to be 
squeamish towai"ds traitors. We have got a 
'terrible war to fight, and we must fight as 
tillegible word]--, and we need·true hearted 
men to fill all places of trust. I rejo~ce 
that we have so many. We are doing the noblest 
work the world ever saw •••• Lincoln's adminis-
tration, if it goes as [illegible word] to 
success, will be t~e most glorious administra-
tion that history can I"ecord. He has a·chance 
for glory as no other man ever had--and, in 
[truth?] so have you, yourself, and every other 
Member of Congress. The blood and property of 
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all the North and West are at your service. 
. . 
Go a~ead, I pray God bless you a11. 22 
Erasmus D. Beach, Springfield's most influential Democrat, 
whose political life must have been one of frustration on the 
grand scale_, also attempted to exercise political influence 
on the national scene in this year of 1860. Writing to 
Jefferson Davis, in March, he said: 
I have watched the progress of your bill 
for the restoration of the National Armories 
to the Military Superintendency with much 
interest. I hope it will pass, but I am 
totally ignorant as to its chances in the 
lower branch of Congress. 
I learn, that trusting in its failure, 
Mr.S. C. Bemis of this place, one of its 
violent opposers and bitterest enemies, is 
making vigorous efforts to secure his own 
appointment to the-vacant office. I do not 
believe a more unfortunate, unpopular and 
disastrous {appointment] could be made. I 
hope you will oppose it as far as you 
consistently can •••• 
Knowing that you take a deep interest in 
22Reuben Chapman to Henry L. Dawes, July 30·; 1861, 
Henry L. Dawes Collection, Library of Congress. Several 
points in this letter deserve comment. The willingness to 
see opposition newspapers suppressed is a strange attitude 
in a judge, for the recommended action would have smacked, 
at least, of arbitrary unconstitutionality. Regarding his 
desire to see Southern clerks turned out of office, it·may 
be granted that no constitutional rights were involved, in 
an age when the n spoils systemtt was generally accepted. ·Yet 
his willingness to accept as evidence the story of a friend; 
without particular identification of the clerks as given 
here, and to see that evidence given a greater weight than 
the officially recorded oaths of individuals, constituted a 
remarkably unjudicial attitude. This was a time, of course, 
in which treason was rampant, and When the judicial protec-
tion of constitutional rights was achieved, if at all, at 
some cost to perfect security. 
the success of the democratic party north as 
well as south, I have ventured to address you 
this note, and will thank you to consider it 
a private communication. 
And in a postscript: 
My most earnest wish is that the approach-
ing Charleston Convention will act in harmony, 
and give us a candidate who will command our 
united vote. Whoever he may be may be [sic] 
he shall command all the influence I have. 
Allow me to add, I should give it as cheerfully 
and gladly for you as any man I know.23 . 
94 
The Republican victory in the election of 1860 was 
reported by the Republican with an elation which was tempered 
by the dawning realization that the secession talk of the 
Southerners was serious. 24 This entirely new political 
phenomenon found the paper unsettled in its attitude when it 
was forced by events to face the issue of secession. Believ-
ing that only South Carolina was involved, an editor1al of 
early Nov~ber was inclined to bid her good riddance. 25 
23Erasmus D. Beach to Jefferson Davis, ·March 19, 1860, 
Jefferson Davis Papers, Library of Congress. 
24rhe victory was reported in two nextras 11 on election 
day, one at 6:00p.m. and the other at ·10:00 p.m. These are 
illustrative of the successful efforts, rather extraordinary 
at that time, which the Republican made to publish a rapid 
and full coverage of election returns. Very interesting 
accounts have been published of the Republican's system of 
telegraphic coverage, plus the use of mounted c·ouriers iri 
areas not directly connected with the telegraph. This was 
a matter of personal pride with· Bowles •. See Merriam, 
Life and Times of Samuel Bowles, I, 102-103 and Hooker, The 
Story of an Independent Newspaper, PPw 57-58. 
25
springfield Daily Republican, Nov~ber 2, 1860. 
A week later an editorial guessed that only South Carolina 
would go; the rest of the Southern states would decide that 
26 it was against their interests. Let South Carolina go, 
but she must not touch Federal property and she must pay the 
Federal duties at her ports: these on penalty of coercion. 
And· in another week: "South Carolinians would be mortified 
if they knew how indifferent the masses of the people of the 
27 free states are to their present movements.n 
An editorial of early December attempted a sober view 
and took a high tone. 28 It denied to South Carolina the 
absolute right to secede, and mentioned the use of force as 
one alternative with which to meet secession. The other 
alternative was to let the state depart, which would be 
morally right if it had just grievances, but it did not have 
just cause. Ten days later, a wider view was taken: if 
South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, Mississippi and Florida 
all wish to leave the union--and they might--it would be 
wise to let them go; the union would be better off without 
them. 29 
Thus, in the face of the difficulties raised by the 
issue of secession, the editorial policy of the Republican 
floundered badly, reflecting a condition very common, at 
26springfield Daily Republican, November 10, 1860. 
27Ibid,, November 16, 1860. 
28Ibid., December 3, 1860. 
29Ibid., December 13, 1860. 
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the time, among the political journalists of the North.30 
. . 
A stiffening of attitude followed shortly, however, brought 
on by the question of the reinforcement of Fort Sumter. The 
change was visible in an editorial of mid-December, entitled 
ttoh For An Hour of Jackson," which castigated the weak and 
irresponsible, do-nothing policy of President Buchanan.31 
Thereafter, the pape~ was firm in its opposition to secession.at 
W. 8. Elwell, the painter, was indignant when secession 
became a fact. On the last day of December, he told his 
diary the news and uttered prophecy as he bade the old year 
farewell: 
News of"the resigning of Sec'y Floyd is just 
arrived, making the 3rd member of Mr. Buchanan's 
cabinet to go over to the Enemy. The end is not 
yet. 
The North I am rejoiced to say is firm and 
will remain so. Of course not a few Traitors. 
No concession to the Slave Power. The Backbone 
of the North is up. I pray we may be delivered 
from the Evils of a civil strife. The South 
claims protection of Slave property by the 
United States. Humanity forbids it. 
What the issue God can only tell--that He 
in His Wise Providence permits it--this strife 
between North and South, I have no· doubt of it 
and that the Slave chain is to be now broken. I 
have no doubt. He permits evil that good may 
come. Poor but proud South carolina has already 
voted herself out of the Union. Other states, 
it is said, will soon follow. 
30Howard C. Perkins (ed.), Northern Editorials on Secession 
(New York: -Appleton Century Co., 1942), I, 83-124, 158-201; 
II, 331-382. 
3lspringfield Daily Republican, December 17, 1860. 
32Ibid., December 18, 21, 22, 25 and 27, 1860. 
Farewell--Eighteen Hundred andsixty. Gone 
now reckoned with the past. An eventual fsicJ ' 
year it has been. Slavery, that Sin of all Sin 
is now certainly to come to and end. But it may 
be at the fearful ~xpense of human blood.33 
Reference was made, above, to Samuel Bowles' curious 
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letter of February 26, 1861, in Which he explained to Henry 
L. Dawes that he was glad that he wasn't in Washington, and 
that he was keeping cool and reading poetry.34 This letter 
is symptomatic of a strange drawing back.from the conflict 
on the eve of its becoming violent. Whatever this may indi-
cate in terms of a sub-conscious understanding, which the 
conscious mind refused to recognize, of the terrors which 
lay just ahead, it seems that one of Bowaes' friends was 
experiencing a similar personal reaction. About the same 
t~e, Nathaniel P. Banks wrote to Bowles fpom Chicago: 
All men are now irresolute and doubtful, and 
very little disposition is felt to adopt new 
arrangements until light breaks somewhere. 
I do not much think of public affairs now 
hardly speak of them. I imagine you have ~ 
similar disposition. If I could do good I should 
make a venture but I feel that it is in the power 
only of those Commissioned for the Work: that 
movement of others is only towards dissension and 
disorganization among our friends.35 
33w. S. Elwell, Diary, December 31, 1860, Springfield 
City Library Association, Springfield, Massachusetts. 
34see above, p. sq. 
35N. P. Banks to Samuel Bowles, February 20, 1861. 
Bowles Family Papers, in the possession of Mr. Richard 
Hooker, Longmeadow, Mass. Perhaps this indicates not so 
much the apathy expressed by iBowles' as a sense of bewilder-
ment, and such a fear of moving in the wrong direction in 
time of crisis as to paralyze all effort. 
And again, a few days later, Banks wrote to Bowles, 
sadly declining the latter• s suggestion that they go to 
Europe together during the coming summer: 
There will be more pleasure abroad I fear 
than at home for an American--notwithstanding the 
mortification all must feel, when there, at the 
condition of things here. 
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In the same letter, Governor Banks referred interestingly 
to two other aspects of the developing crisis: 
I read the Inaugural last night. It grieves me 
to think adversely to those with whom we act but 
I fear its effect upon Virginia--all the border 
states hang there •••• I do not think it [the 
Inaugural] has strengthened the Union party. Why 
should it be distinctly declared that in the 
interior of a revolting state, no attempt will 
be made to execute the laws, because of the 
universal opposition to that course there, and 
that the laws must be enforced outside the state 
upon the same people against the same united 
opposition--But I am not wise today. 
Although it may confirm our confidence in our 
own judgments still I am sorry to read what you 
write of Governor Andrew. These are times for 
good men and wise.36 
3~. P. Banks to Samuel Bowles, March 5, 1861. Bowles 
Family Papers, in the possession of Mr. Richard Hooker, 
Longmeadow, Mass. 
CHAPTER VI 
SPRINGFIELD MEN IN THE WAR 
One of the most peculiar phenomena Which have appeared 
from time to time in our civilization is the spectacle of 
societies embarking upon the fighting of a war with an 
enthusiasm which is indistinguishable from pure joy. The 
nature of this essay forbids an excursion into the realm of 
social psychology for the presentation even of mere intelli-
gent guesses explaining this general phenomenon. Suffice it~ 
rather~ to note that many specific instances of it occurred 
in connection with the beginning of the American Civil War. 
Perhaps the most famous~ or notorious~ example is to be 
found in the firing of the first shot at Charleston~ South 
Carolina. There the spectacle followed the classic pattern~ 
even to ~he appropriate presence of the beauty and chivalry 
of that proud city and state. 1 Concerning the influence of 
women in the evocation of this sentiment, we have the eye-
witness testimony of William H. Russell~ war correspondent 
of the London Times. Referring to Southerners in the first 
days of the war~ he wrote 
Here are many men who would willingly stand 
aside if they could; and see the battle 
between ·the Yankees~ whom they hate~ and 
the Secessionists. But there are no women 
in this party •••• Secession is the fashion 
~ewitness reports of the popular enthusiasm attendi~ 
the firing on Fort Sumter were published in the Springfield 
Daily Republican, April 18, 1861. 
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here. Young ladies sing for it; old ladies 
pray for it; young men are dying to fight 
for it; old men are ready to demonstrate it. 2 
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Springfield followed the pattern of other more important 
communities. Its spokesmen had, in the period of increasing 
tension prior to the beginning of hostilities, paid lip 
service to the traditional abhorrence of war.3 Doubtless 
these expressions were sincere, after a fashion, yet it is 
inconceivable that they could have originated from any 
realistic comprehension of the grand dimensions of horror 
which war would one day evoke. In any case, when war did 
become reality, the verbal misgivings were put aside, there 
as elsewhere, and.the community's spirit met the crisis with 
enthusiasm. 
W. s. Elwell, the portrait painter, reported the temper 
of the city a few days after the bombardment of Fort Sumter: 
Visited the Street this morning & find 
the greatest excitement prevails. The 
War news--the aggressions of the South 
has [sic] aroused the North, and to Arms 
2Quoted in Sandburg, Abraham Lincoln; the War Years, I, 
283. Also William Howard Russell,_ My Diary North and South 
(New York: Harper & Brothers, 1954}, pp. 45-66; and Charles 
Francis Adams, Jr., "Sectional Fee~ing in 1861, 11 Massachusetts 
Historical Society, Proceedings, XLVI (1913), 306-315. 
3w. s. Elwell wrote on December 31, 1860, "I pray we 
may be delivered from the evils of civil strife. rt Diary, 
Springfield City Library Association, Springfield, Mass. 
Also, Springfield Daily Republican, February 18, 19, 20 and 
25, 1861 for editorials; also February 25, 1861 for similar 
sentiments in a letter from 11 W. E. B. n. 
is the cry. 
A regiment of troops will pass through 
the.City from Boston toNight at 10, on their 
way to the Capitol of the Nation. An immediate 
attack by the D---ls is apprehended.4 
. . 
That night, at midnight, the Sixth Massachusetts Regi-
ment arrived by train from Boston, and Springfield turned 
out in force: 
The City Guard-and the fire department came 
out in uniform, and acted as a body guard at 
the depot, and citizens and spectators of 
both sexes turned out to the number of from · 
three to five thousand. The Massasoit House, 
Ocean engine house, the depot and other public 
buildings in the vicinity were brilliantly 
illuminated for the occasion, and the .American 
flag wafted from every available point.5 
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On this occasion, a collation was served to the troops, 
and several speeches were made. It was a full hour before 
the train was allowed to proceed. 
The next day, Elwell recorded, nintense excitement. 
News of the attack of the Massachusetts Regiment by a 
11 6 And again., four days later, nThe War Baltimore Mob. 
Excitement on the increase. An immediate attack on Washing-
ton is reported as almost cert~in."~ 
Words, spoken and written, constitute one of the 
legitimate criteria which may be used in the measurement and 
4w. s. Elwell, Diary, April.l?, 1861, Springfield City 
Library Association, Springfield, Mass. 
5sprfngfield Daily Republican, April.l8, 18610 
Sw. s. Elwell, ·Diary, April'l8, 1861, Springfield City 
Library Association, Springfield, Mass. 
~ Ibid., April 22, 1861. 
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demonstration o~ emotion in time of crisis; but action is 
undeniably a sounder criterion. In this sphere, Springfield 
did its proper part. 
The community did not, indeed, supply to the Union Army 
any significant portion of its major leadership. Moreover, 
it supplied a relat~vely small proportion o~ o~ficers to the 
troops of the state. This may be accoUnted for by the fact 
that, in the years immediately preceding tJ:le war, Springfield 
showed little interest in military affairs. In January of 
1861·, Massachusetts bad a ini~i tia force which totalled 5600, 
consisting o~ nine regiments, seven battalions, and .thirteen 
unattached companies. 8 Of these, Hampden County provided but 
one company, the Springfield.City Guards, which later became 
Company F of the Tenth Regiment of Massachusetts Infantry. 
Hampden County, with some fifteen per cent of the state's 
population, was thus, in early 1861, providing less than one 
per cent of the state militia force.9 Consequently, there 
was no organized body of troops drawn from Springfield by 
Governor Andrew in response to President Lincolnts initial 
call for 75,000 men. In response, however, to the President's 
second call,· that on May 3 ,· 1861, for 40·, 000 troops, there 
was organized in Springfield the Tenth Regiment of Infantry, 
8copeland, nour County and Its Peopleus A;._History of 
Hampden County, I, 220. 
9 Ibid., p. 221. 
103 
formally mustered on June 21, 1861. 10 This was the first of 
the four regiments most clo~ely associated with Springfield 
as. whole units. The others, in the order of their organiza-
tion were the Twenty-Seventh Infantry Regiment, organized on 
September 21, 1861; the Thirty-Seventh Infantry Regiment, 
organized on August 6, l862;_and the Forty-Sixth Infantry 
Regiment, a nine months unit, organized on October 30, 1862. 
All of these regimants but the last saw very bard service, 
participated in some of the most deadly fighting of the war, 
and suffered grievous losses from enemy action and from 
disease. A further analysis of.their service experience will 
be presented below. It should be understood that these 
regiments drew their strength from all of the counties of 
Western Massachusetts, and were not exclusively Springfield 
units. But Hampden County, as the most p"opulous county in 
Western Massachusetts, and Springfield, as the largest city 
in the area and the plac·e of their organization, influenced 
them heavily. It-should be noted also that many local men 
served in units associated primarily with other states and 
localities. 
lOAlfred s. Roe, The Tenth Regiment of Massachusetts 
·volunteer Infantry, 1861-1864 (Springfield, Massachusetts: 
Tenth Regiment Veteran Association, 1909), p. 15. Details 
of tbe service of this unit are taken from this source un-
less otherwise indicated. These details are corroborated 
by Frederick H. Dyer, Compendium of the War of the Rebellion 
(Des Moines, Iowa: The Dyer Publishing Company, 1908), · 
p. 1251, and by the Springfield Daily Union, February 12, 
1864, the day on which the regiment returned to Springfield, 
briefly, before participating in the hard campaigning of the 
Spring of 1864. 
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When Mayor Albert D. Briggs reviewed the official 
statistics in a public address in January of 1865, he gave 
the total of Springfield men who had actually gone to service, 
in the ar.my or navy, since the beginning of the war, as 2508. 
This was a figure in which he obviously took some pride and 
comfort. To this number he added 318 men who had paid 
commutation to the government. 11 
The first activity of a military character, which was 
subsequently to produce any results, took place in Spring-
f~eldts Hampden Park in late May, 1861. This park had been 
but recently created on unused land on the northern edge of 
the city, bordering the Connecticut River, by the Agricultural 
Society of Hampden County,for its agricultural fairs. There, 
in late May, the three Springfield companies of the Tenth 
·Regiment went into camp, and there they were shortly joined 
by the companies from the other towns and di~tricts of Western 
Massachusetts. The next few weeks were interesting ones, 
both for the new soldiers at the park, and for the residents 
of Springfield. -It goes almost without saying that no one, 
literally no one, knew what he was doing in this enterprise. 
The recruits were ignorant of the new trade which they had 
undertaken to learn, which is usually the case. The difference 
here was that no one else was in a position to enlighten the 
recruits, even had that been desirable. The officers, like 
llAddress printed in the Springfield Directory, 1865, 
p. 10. 
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the men, were wholly without military experience. In a few 
instances, men had some .fami·liarity with the militia organi-
zations which had had a considerable popularity throughout 
the United States since the close of the Mexican War. But 
these organizations, with their gaudy uniforms and their 
intricate marching mane~vers, were military only in a very 
formal way; and, indeed,. they served only to obscure, in 
the early months, the dreadful lineaments of War. 
The farm boys, clerks, and artisans of Western Massachu-
setts who were recruits in the early months of the w~r, 
should be understood as having made de.cis ions which required 
courage. It did require courage voluntarily to leave home 
and family and all that was familiar. Yet is is unlikely 
that that courage, elicited in moments of patriotic 
enthusiasm, extended to the recruits' facing up to the· 
prospect of maiming or death. To be sure, all of these 
boys knew, intellectually, that death was present on every 
battlefield, .but they had not the slightest conception o.f 
the true nature of a battlefield. And if they had had that, 
they probably would have managed to believe, as do most young 
people, that death comes only to other people. 
Nor was there any adequate comprehension anywhere, in 
this early period of the war, that the greater part of the 
military experience of these recruits was going to consist 
in the drab and dismal routine. of providing for their 
elemental physical needs, and that in the midst of terrible 
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boredom. For the present, all_was patriotism and excite-
ment--and a bit of mild resentment when romantic dreams 
didn't begin to_come true immediately. In these first weeks, 
the men drilled, initially without we~pons, and subsequently 
with old-fashioned muskets, to the great-enhancement. of their 
interest and satisfaction·. Concurrently, they learned to 
grow impatient of the military restrictions upon their 
freedom of movement, and to be disgusted with poor food. 
There is recorded the effort of about a hundred of the 
recruits to overpower their own guards and enjoy a special 
liberty one evening.l2 This effort was frustrated by the 
timely arraying of three obedient companies between the 
aspirants to freedom and the road to the same. 
There were several instances of these free born Americans 
availing themselves of the colUllllls of the Republican to 
complain of the wretched food which they were allowed. 
Indeed, this latter phenomenon drew an official reply, also 
published in the Republican, from Colonel HenryS. Briggs.l3 
. . 
Finally there came June 21, 1861, when the Tenth 
Regiment was mustered and sworn in by an officer of the 
regular army. At this critical moment, several men of the 
regiment demonstrated a desire to be elsewhere. All but 
very few of these were persuaded to stand to their duty; and 
those who would not be so persuaded were drummed out of the 
12Roe, The Tenth·Regiment, p. 13. 
l3springfield Daily Republican, June 21, 1861. 
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area amidst jeers, after having been'handled somewhat roughly 
by their former comrades.l4 
It is interesting to note that no Springfield men were 
among those who wished to draw back from service on this 
occasion. This may have no particular significance, but the 
fact that the men who were involved came from the more rural 
areas of North Adams and Great Barrington justifies specu~a­
tion as to whether the difference between a rural boyhood 
and an urban one could have accounted for the differences 
displayed.in capacity to subdue individuality and tolerate 
authority. 
Other characteristic experiences of the Tenth Regiment 
included the Sunday church-going, and the strawberry festival. 
On Sunday, June 16, 1861, the various companies of the 
regiment attended divine services en masse at the several 
Protestant churches of Springfield. The sight of so many 
uniformed men was an ~usual religious experience for the 
people of Springfield. The several clergymen were aware that 
they would receive this visitation, and they were ready with 
sermons particularly addressed to the troops. Those soldiers 
who attended the North Congregational.Church, for example, 
heard a " ••• rousing address from the Rev. Mr. Drummond, who 
picturesquely advised them as to their future duties.nlS 
14Roe, The Tenth Regiment, P• 15. 
15Ibid., p. 11. 
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The reverend gentleman undoubtedly knew something about the 
sinful propensities of mankind~ even if he didn't know any-
thing about war. And on June 25th, the ladies of Springfield 
served strawberry shortcake to the.entire reg~ent. Again, 
_the town really turned o~ for the civic celebration on the 
Fourth of July. There was a great deal of patriotic oratory, 
an impressive parade in which, of. course, the regiment played 
the feature role, and a floral procession in the course of 
which some eight hundred school children presented pretty 
bouquets to the troops. Each soldier, we are told, stuck 
his floral tribute on the point of his bayonet.l!?.·r~ appears 
certain, then,that the troops had weapons by July 4th. An 
interesting feature of the floral procession was the fact 
that it was directed by Mr. Horace c. Lee, shortly to be 
colonel in command of the 27th Regiment. 
Doubtless this whole experience, even to the smallest 
of the details, was re~eated hundreds of times~ in the early 
period of the war, throughout the North. Indeed, only the 
minor details were likely to be changed in the South. Looking 
back through the century that ·has passed, with the knowledge 
of what were to be full dimensions of the horror that was to 
be experienced by these men, there is something ine~fably sad 
about the spectacle of their joyous preparations for their 
military adventure. They apparently assumed that it would 
16Roe; The Tenth Regiment, p.· 17;also, Springfield Daily 
Republican, July 5, 1861. · 
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be a lark, culminating in a picnic; and picnic it was to be--
but Death was. to b.e the diner, and they themselves the piece 
de r~istance. It was the same everywhere: 
. . 
the high hearted 
. . 
boys, the el?-cour aging, back-s lapping men, and the weeping, 
admonishing, proud girls and women; only the names were 
different. In Springfield, it was the Tenth Regiment of 
Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, Colonel Henry S. Briggs, 
commanding. A few months later, it was the Twenty-Seventh, 
the Thirty-Seventh and the Forty-Sixth. They all went away 
with cheers and only toward the end did the people who went 
away or those who remained at home understand what awaited the 
soldier. 
Springfield produced good soldiers; rather, Springfield 
grew decent men who were turned by time and experience into 
good soldiers. But there were no great ones. James Barnes, 
a graduate of West Point, former Superintendent of the We~tern 
Railroad, attained the highest rank runong Springfield men. 
He was commissioned Major General, but was never an important 
field commander. Four other men, Henry S. Briggs, Hora:oe C. 
Lee, William S. Shurtleff, and Oliver Edwards rose to be 
brigadiers. As for the rest, mostly they did their duty well 
through the hard years of campaigning. The men of Company F 
of the Tenth Regiment did theirs sufficiently well so that 
they had furnished no fewer than forty commissioned officers 
to the service before the war had.ended.l7 
1'7Roe, The Tenth Regiment, pp. 428-429. 
The military experience of the Tenth Regiment included 
participation in the defense of Washington during the last 
half of the year 1861 and the early months of 1862. The 
regiment arrived in the District of Columbia in late July, 
1861, too late to participate in the first battle of Bull 
Run, and was assigned to bivouac in the Brightwood area. 
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There it remained, gaining experience in bivouacking and guard 
duty through the long ~onths. of McClellan's preparation for 
the Peninsula Campaign. The regiment_received its baptism 
of fire in this campaign at Fair Oaks. The subsequent engage-
ments in which it parti~ipated were the major engagements of 
the Army of the Potomac. The greatest losses in battle 
sustained by the Tenth occurred at Malvern Hill and Cold 
Harbor. The regiment was mustered out at Springfield on 
June 24, 1864.18 The statistics of the regiment's service 
show that its total strength numbered 1233 men. .·This number 
is reduced from 1356 to eliminate the counting of some men 
more than once:.. Of this total, 130 were killed in action 
or died of wounds, 7 died in Confederate prisons, and 46 died 
of illnesses contracted in connection with service, making a 
total loss of 183 men or near~y 15 per c~nt. The men of the 
regiment sustained 333 wounds, some ind~v.iduals being wounded 
several times. There were 55 deserters, of whom none was 
18Roe, The Tenth Regiment, pp. 69-291; also Dyer, 
Compendium of the War, p. 1251,and Springfield Daily Republican 
February 12, 1864. 
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born and raised in Springfield.l9 This may be, and probably 
is sheer coincidence, yet it is also possible that a child-
hood and youth spent in this community, well organized as it 
was and dominated by remnants of puritan ideals of duty, may 
have been sufficiently strong influences to have held men to 
their duty in the face of motives for desertion which were 
probably common to all soldiers. 
The Twenty-Seventh Regiment was the ne~t military unit, 
connected with_Springfield, to be organized, in the· early 
autumn of 1861. On September 3, 1861, Mr. Horace c. Lee, 
the City Clerk of Springfield, who had been active in the 
state militia for many years, received authorization from 
Governor Andrew to raise a r~giment from the four western 
counties of Massachusetts. Mr. Lee was commissioned as 
colone1. 20 By the 17th of September, the companies, which 
had been raised in enthusiastic response to the personal 
recruiting efforts of Colonel Lee, began to arrive at the 
19Roe, The Tenth Regiment, p. 519; and Record of the 
Massachusetts Volunteerst 186!-1865 (Published by the Adjutant 
General. Boston: Wrigh and Potter'Printing Company, 1870), 
II, 107-126. 
20w. P. Derby, Bearing Arms in.the Twentfi-Seventh 
Massachusetts Regiment of Volunteer Infantryuring the Civil 
War (Boston: Wright and Potter Printing Company, 1883), p. 7. 
Ynror.mation concerning the service of this unit is from this 
source, corroborated by Dyer, Compendium of the War, p. 1258, 
and Massachusetts Soldiers, Sailors and Marines in the Civil 
War (Compiled and published by the Adjutant General. Norwood, 
MaSsachusetts: The Norwood Press, 1931), III, 120-187. 
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point of rendezvous. This latter was the so-called Gunnts 
Lot, subsequently named Camp Reed, and was situated on 
Wilbraham Road, about a mile east of the Springfield Armory, 
very near the present site of American International College. 
An interesting store of information concerning the first few 
weeks _of camp life is preserved in a report to the state's 
Surge·b n-General on October 5, 1861, by the regimental surgeon, 
Dr. George A. Otis. Surgeon Otis, who had been one of 
Springfield's most successful physicians, stated that 
Lieutenant Colonel Luke Lyman had been constantly at the camp, 
sharing the rations of the men and occupying similar quarters. 
{Col. H. C. Lee was occupied during these first weeks in 
terminating his business with the city of Springfield and in 
handling the business arrangements of the regiment.) He 
stated that Col. Lyman tt ••• has shown an intelligent interest 
in eV$rything concerning the hygienic ~elfare of the regiment, 
and has lent a willing ear to all of my suggestions on this 
point • 11 This report indicates that that scourge of armies, 
dysentery, was present from the very beginning of 'thej;c.amp's 
existence: rtin Company F (Westfield), . one hundred strong, 
scarcely a man escaped. rt Most of the cases of this dis order 
yiel~ed after about twenty-four hours .·to the Surgeon's treat-
ment, which was a combination of rest, warm underwear, a diet 
. . 
of boiled rice, flaxseed tea, and a dose of paregoric and 
nsoda mixture." Pie and candy vendors were excluded from the 
camp upon the advice of the surgeon.21 
g!Derby, Bearing Arms in the Twenty-Seventh Regiment, 
pp. 497-499. 
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The Twenty-Seventh Regiment left Camp.Reed.in Spring~ield 
and travelled by train to Hudson, New York, on November 2, 1861, 
. . 
thence by steamer to New York City, and :from there by train 
to Annapolis, Maryland. There the regiment became a part o:f 
the :force .commanded by General Burnside, which became the 
Ninth Ar.my Corps. Early in 1862; the regiment participated 
in Burnside's expedition to Hatteras Inlet and Roanoke Island, 
North Carolina, and saw continuous duty in that state until 
May o:f 1863. 22 This area. is not one which is :famous :for great 
battles or major decisions; on the contrary, it was a distinct-
ly peripheral area, and the activity of the troops there 
engaged probably had little or no influence upon the :final 
results o:f the war. Yet it was true that small battles were 
frequently as hot and as deadly to their ·participants as 
large ones, and this was the case with the Twenty-Seventh 
Massachusetts, in North Carolina. A graphic illustration o:f 
this point is provided by another report of Surgeon George Otis 
to the Surgeon General o:f Massachusetts. This report concerned 
the battle of New Berne, North Carolina, which occurred on 
March 14, 1862, and took the form of a chatty letter. The 
surgeon spoke of his attempt to set up an ambulance station 
as near to the :fighting as was possible: 
I·replied to the orderly that we would get 
nearer, and kept on till we came to the guns in 
position at the head of the road, where my men 
22Derby, 
Chaps.' II-IX; 
halted, a rod in the rear of the line of battle. 
I had barely time to call to them that their 
position near the battery was too dangerous, 
when our colonel gave the word, open fire. We 
hurried over toward the left wing of our 
regiment, but had hardly passed the centre when 
the enemy's fire became so heavy that most of 
my men began to throw th6mselves·on their 
faces at each discharge of grape, which was 
poured in at a distance of two hundred and 
seventy-five yards from a battery of six twelve 
pounders~ served with great rapidity and · 
accuracy. The stretcher-bearers, however, came 
up promptly when the first man dropped, a little 
fellow from Amherst, a true Massachusetts boy 
(John E. Cusbman by name), whose left arm was 
shattered by grape. He was carried·a little 
way to the rear and across the road, when I 
stopped to p.erform the operation. But ·we found 
the fire here hotter than at the front, one of 
my attendants being·wounded in the shoulder by 
a fragment of shell, so Cushman was taken up and 
carried one hundred yards further, to the cluster 
of shanties I have mentioned. I amputated at the 
surgical neck of the humerus as rapidly as I 
could--the shanty being struck more than once 
during the operation. I should perhaps have 
considered the propriety of moving further off, 
baa not the wounded begun to throng the house 
before the first operation was finished, and to 
claim instant attention. I next removed Lieut. 
Warner's leg, and was engaged.in this operation, 
and had sent my assistant, Dr. Camp, to see if 
the farmhouse was occupied, when Dr. Derby came 
in with Capt. Sawyer, whose thigh he had just 
amputated. It was agreed that he should go to 
the farm house, where the wounded were now 
thronging •. • •.• 
My friend, Dr. Lathrop, however, had to 
leave to seek his regiment, which had removed 
from the reserve to the left, and as Dr. Camp 
had gone to the field, I was left alone. I 
did nearly all my operations with the assistance 
of Hospital Steward Fuller, who showed great 
firmness, though he had never before witnessed 
operative procedures under fire. 
Sixty-four wounded of the Twenty-Seventh, 
Twenty-Third and Twenty-Fifth Mass., Fourth 
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Rhode Island, the Eleventh Conn, and the naval 
brigade (which manned the howitzers) were 
treated at my hospital station. Thirty-one of 
those that had undergone operations, or were 
too severely wounded to be moved farther, re-
mained alone there •••• The severely wounded of 
the First·Brigade were brought to New Berne on 
a steamer, which ran aground, and Derby and I 
were left in charge of seventy-one wounded, 
including twenty-one stumps of limbs, for the 
v.eariest night I almost ever spent. Dr. Upham 
had organized a general hospital, and Dr. 
Kneeland another, and here the wounded were 
consigned. Derby was put in charge of one and 
I was detailed to the other; but the immense 
number of cases in my regiment compelled me to 
insist on being relieved. ·I am now in charge 
of our regimental hospital, which contains, 
alasl sixty-seven beds. The regiment is 
encamped on the outskirts of the town. I 
occupy four pleasant cottages for my hospital;. 
roses and hyacinths bloom around them, and the 
pure air is doing its beneficial work on the 
inmates.23 
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Such were, from one point of view, the heat and dangers 
of a small engagement. The Tw.enty.;,.Seventh Massachusetts had 
many such e?counters during the remainder of 1862 and the 
early months of the next year. There then· intervened a full· 
year of provost duty, first at New Berne, North Carolina, and 
then at Norfolk, Virginia. In early May of 1864, active, 
combatant service began once more with the regimentts parti-
.·. 
cipation in the battle of Walthallts~:Landihg, Virginia. 
During the summer of 1864, it saw heavy fighting, and suffered 
many casualties in a seri~$ of engagements, the most important 
of which were at Drewry's Bluff, Cold Harbor, and Petersburg.24 
pp. 
23nerby, 
502-504. 
24rbid., 
p.~8. 
Bearing Arms in the Twenty-Seventh Regiment, 
Chaps. XIV-XVII; also, Dyer, Compendium of the 
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In late August, the regiment was returned to North Carolina, 
where it was intermittently engaged in hostilities up to 
within a few weeks of Leets surrender. 
· This Twenty-Seventh Massachusetts Regiment was from the 
western counties of the state generally. Springfield men 
were scattered in all of its companies, but were most numerous 
in Company K. Total membership in the regiment amounted to 
1595 officers and men. Of this number, 390 died in the 
service, a total of over twenty-four per cent. Of these 127 
were killed in action or died of wounds, 127 died in 
·Confederate prisons, mainly at Andersonville, Georgia, and 
136 died of various diseases. The unhealthy climate of coastal 
North Carolina aggravated the normal hazards to good health 
of men in makeshift camps. The regiment suffered 50 desertions, 
and of these, only three were Springfield men.25 
The next military unit of. importance to Springfield was 
the Thirty-Seventh Regiment of Massachusetts Infantry, which 
was organized in August of 1862 at Camp Briggs in Pittsfield. 
This regiment was commanded by Colonel Oliver Edwards, a 
Springfield man, as were Colonel Henry s. Briggs of the Tenth 
and Colonel Horace C. Lee of the Twenty-Seventh. Springfield 
men figured prominently in the leadership of the Thirty-
Seventh, and while they were to be found also in all of its 
2 5oerby, Bearing Arms in the Twenty-Seventh Regiment, 
pp. 538-550; also, Record of the M.assachusetts Volunteers, 
II, 523~550. 
companies, they were heavily concentrated in Company K.26 
Its organiz~tion being completed, the regiment left camp on 
September 7, 1862, and travelle~ by train to Hudson, New 
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York, where it was carried down the Hudson River to New York 
City by steamer. From there it moved by train to Philadelphia, 
Baltimore, and Washington. The Thirty-Seventh joined the 
Ar.my of_the Potomac immediately after the battle of Antietam, 
and was assigned to the brigade commanded by General Henry 
s. Briggs, former colonel_~f the T~nth Reg~ent. After three 
months of_marching and bivouacking, the first major engage-
ment in which the Thirty-Seventh participated was deadly 
Fredericksburg. The Thirty-Seventh was fortunate in not 
having assigned to it the duty of storming the heights in 
that ;battle, but it had an honorable part :for all that, and 
did suffer casualties. It was the first unit to cross the 
pontoon bridges, had the duty of guarding them and the 
approaches to them on the Confederate side, and was the very 
last unit to leave, having covered-the entire retreat.27 
26james L. Bowen, History of the Thirty-Seventh Regiment, 
Massachusetts Volunteers. (Holyoke: 0 lark W. Bryan & Company, 
1884), Chap.· I. Information concerning the service of this 
unit is fram this source, corroborated by Dyer, Compendium 
of the War, p. 1262; and Massachusetts Soldiers, Sailors and 
Marines in the Civil War, III, 769-824. 
27 . Bowen, History of the Thirty-Seventh Regiment, . 
pp. 111-114; and Mason Whiting Tyler, Recollections of the 
Civil War (New York: G. P. Putnam's Sons, 1912), pp. 66-67. 
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Thereafter, .for a time, the story o.f the Thirty-Seventh 
Regiment is the story o.f the Army. of' the Potomac: the ttMud 
March, tt Chancellorsville,. and Gettysburg, Where the regiment 
suffered heaVy casualties.28 The regiment was one o.f four 
which had some relief from the hardships and dangers o.f the 
.field after Gettysburg, wben they were detached .for guard 
duty in New York City. This was occasioned by the terrible 
dra.ft riots in that city in mid-July of 1863. The guard 
regiment~ arrived during a period when the draft was held 
in abeyance, and were on hand to prevent disorder upon its 
resumption. The regimental historian asserts that the 
Thirty-Seventh elicited the admiration and plaudits o.f the 
population o.f the metropolis, by the soldierly bearing and 
disciplined behavior of' its members. Certain it is that 
there was no recurrence of' the violence of the previous 
month,when the dra.ft went into opera~ion on August 19th. 
The Thirty-Seventh Regiment had the entire responsibil-
ity o.f guarding the dra.ft headquarters on that occasion, as 
a result of a most interesting centre temps. On the 18th 
of' August, Colonel Oliver Edwards had gone to the headquarters 
of the New York Police Department to inquire concerning the 
prospects of trouble on the morrow. He was there informed 
that the rioters claimed to have 20,000 men, well armed and 
organized to resist the resumption of the draft, but that 
they would probably remain quiescent provided that Massachusetts 
28Bowen, History of the Thirty-Seventh Regiment, pp. 18'7-188. 
troops were kept out of' the city. This was enough for 
Colonel Edwards. 
Hastening at once to t~e head-quarters of 
General Canby, who had command of' the city, 
he reported what he had heard.· nAnd now, 
General, I have a f'avor to ask," he added. 
Being asked to state his wishes, the 
~pulsive colonel thus formulated them: 
11 I wish to bring my regiment--the Thirty-
Seventh Massachusetts--to the city ,tthey 
were stationed at this time at Fort 
Hamilton on·the Long Island shore at the 
Narrows] to station them,as special guard 
of' the drafting proceedings, that no other 
troops be in sight, and that they display 
only the Massachusetts flag except in case 
of' actual conf'lict, when they will .also fly · 
the United States colors. 11 29 
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Colonel Edwardst request was granted, ahd the duty was 
so performed, with the men garbed in their worn battle dress, 
rather tha·n the dress uniforms with which they had recently 
·been provided. 
All did not go completely well with the Thi~ty-Seventh, 
however, during its seventy days of special duty. The 
. regiment, which suffered 87 desertions during its entire 
ter.m of service, experienced 47 of them during this period. 
This was a time when, of course, the temptations and· 
opportunities to desert were greater than ordinary. The 
regimental historian states that it is only fair to say 
that almost a 11 of' the 47 who deserted at this time were 
foreign born, and the same was probably true of all nine of' 
the S.pringfield men who deserted the regiment during its 
entire service.30 
29Bowen; History of the Thirty-Seventh Regiment, p:; .217. 
30Ibid., pp; ,,2~1-2. 
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The Thirty-Seventh Regiment left New York on October 14, 
1863, and rejoined the Army of the Potomac on the 17th. 
Thereafter, it engaged in heavy fighting on many·occasions, 
beginning with the battle of Rappahannock Station on November 
7th, and including The Wildernes~, Spott.s ylvania, and Cold 
Harbor.31 In early July of 1864, the regiment left the main 
body of the Army of the Potomac to campaign against General 
Early in the Valley of Virginia, and was delighted, at this 
time, to be armed with the seven shot Spencer repeating 
rifles. 32 The next few months were spent marching up and 
down the Valley under General Sheridan, as a part of the 
Sixth Corps. This· activity culminated in the battle of 
Opequo.n Creek. In this battle, Which it entered with its 
number reduced to 296, the Thirty-Seventh took an outstanding 
.part and suffered 15 killed and 79 wounded. 33 This campaign 
was effectively terminated on October 19, 1864, with victory 
at Cedar Creek, in which the Thirty-Seventh also saw heavy 
fighting. 
In early December, the Thirty-Seventh Regiment, now 
under the command of Captain Hugh Donnelly of Springfield 
as a result of casualties and· ·promotions among its senior 
officers, w~s ordered back te the main body of the Army of 
the Potomac. 34 There it engaged in the long and hard duty 
31Bowen, History of the ~hirty-Seventh Re~iment, Chaps. 
XIII-XVI; also Dyer; Compendium of' roe War, p. 1262. ·. 
32Bowen, History of the Thirty-Seventh Regiment, 
pp. 350-355 •. 
33Ibid~; pp. 375-381~ 
34Ibid., pp. 397-398. 
before Petersburg. Indeed the regiment experienced one of 
its very hottest engagements at Sa~1er's Creek on April 6, 
35 
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1865. It was here that the Thirty-Seventh broke a desperate 
charge on the part of the brigade led by General Custis Lee, 
son of the Confederate commander, and captured some 300 men 
of that brigade, including its commander. Two members of 
the Thirty-Seventh were among the eighteen Massachusetts 
recipients of the Congressional medal of Honor, Corporal 
Richard Welch, Company E, of William$town, and Private 
Charles A. Taggart, Company B, of Otis, the latter earning 
his decoration in this engagement at Sailor's Creek.36 
The total membership of the Thirty-Seventh Regiment was 
1466, of whom 166 were killed in action or died of wounds. 
Total loss was 248 men, or seventeen per cent; and the total 
number of wounded, excluding those who died of wounds, was 
346. 3 '7 
The only other military unit which had in it any sub-
stantial number of Springfield men was the Forty-Sixth 
Massachusetts Infantry, a regiment of nine-months' men, 
which was recruited in the fall of 1862. This regiment, 
commanded initially and briefly by Colonel George Bowler, 
was, for the greater part of its. existence, under the command. 
35Bowen, History of the Thirty-Seventh Regiment, pp. 416-
420; Massachusetts Soldiers, Sailors and Marines in the Civil 
War, III, 770. 
36Bowen, History of the Thirty-Seventh Regiment, p. 420. 
37 Ibid., Appendix, pp. i-xli.ii. 
of Colonel WilliamS. Shurtleff, assisted by Major Samuel 
B. Spooner. 38 These two Springfield men maintained their 
working relationship for many years after the war, when 
they served Hampden County as Judge of Probate and Register 
of Probate, respectively. The Forty-Sixth Regiment was 
very close, both emotionally and geographically, to the 
veteran Twenty-Seventh, throughout the nine months of its 
active service. Almost its entire period of activity was 
spent near New Berne, North Carolina, where it arrived on 
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November 24, 1862. It participated honorably in the 
Goldsboro Expedition, brigaded with the Twenty-Seventh, in 
December, and subsequently in the seige of Washington, North 
Carolina.39 The regiment was offered an opportunity to 
take advantage.of a technicality which would have shortened 
. 40 its term of service by several weeks, and ~llantly declined. 
The Forty-Sixth Regiment left New Berne, North Carolina, 
on June 24, 1863, and was on its way home, via Fortress 
Monroe, when Lee's invasion of Maryland and Pennsylvania 
produced a crisis in which the regiment volunteered for 
38copeland, 11 0ur County and Its People~.'! A History of 
Hrumpden County, I, 213-215. Information concerning the service 
of this unit is from this source; Dyer, Compendium of the War, 
p. 1265; Record of the Massachusetts Volunteers, 1861-1865, 
I, 289-302; Massachusetts Soldiers, Sailors and Marines in 
the Civil War, IV, 348-384; and Derby, Bearing Arms in the 
Twenty-Seventh Regiment, pp. 154-157, 208-210. 
39D~rby, Bearing Arms in the Twenty-Seventh Regiment, 
pp. 154-157, 208-210; also, Massachusetts Soldiers, Sailors 
and Marines in the Civil War, IV, 348-384. 
4·0nerby, Bearing Arms in the Twenty-Seventh Regiment, 
p. 209. This opportunity arose out of a dispute as to whether 
active duty. 41 It was assigned to General Schenck at· 
Baltimore, and by him to the guarding of the outer defenses 
of that city until July 6th. For one week thereafter, it 
participated, with the brigade of General Henry S. Briggs, 
the first colonel of the Tenth Massachusetts, in the 
reluctant pursuit of the rebel army in its retreat from 
Gettysburg. Thereafter, it was ordered home, arrived in 
Springfield on July 21st, and was mustered out of the 
service on July 29, 1863.42 The regiment had during its 
service a total membership of 963 men, and suffered a loss 
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of sixty-four lives,. counting those who were killed in action, 
died of wounds, and died of disease.43 
This whole record concerns the regiments of Western 
Massachusetts as a whole, rather than of Springfield exclusive-
ly. Yet Springfield men comprised a fair proportion of their 
numbers and figured very prominently in their leadership. 
nine-months• regiments· should count their time in service 
from the date of the original organization or from the date 
of the muster of the last company. Major General Foster 
settled the controversy by ordering that companies might 
be discharged, counting from the date of their muster, pro-
vided the commander of the regiment approved. 
41Derby, Bearing Arms in the Twenty-Seventh Regiment, 
p. 210. 
42Ibid.; p. 210; Springfield Daily Republican, 
July 22, 1863. 
43Ibid., p. 210; Dyer, Compendium·of the War~ p. 1265; and 
Record or-the Massachusetts Volunteers, 1861-1865, I, 289-302. 
Altogether, Springfield sent nearly 2600 men into all 
branches of the service, and this was from a population 
which, though growing rapidly through the war years, 
averaged less than 20,000. Thus Springfield's 2600 was a 
very substantial proportion of that part of the population 
which could possibly have been composed of males of military 
age. 
CHAPTER VII 
THE HOME FRONT - ATTITUDES AND OPINIONS 
As a community, Springfield gave steady support, 
throughout the war years, to the military effort and to the 
Lincoln Administration. By far the vast majority of the 
population, of all political complexions, was composed of 
those decent citizens Who, then as now, haye an abiding 
tendency to follow constituted authority except on those 
rare occasions when causes of dissatisfaction become 
intolerable. Attorney Reuben A. Chapman was certainly 
better informed than the average citizen and was possessed 
of the temperament and capacities of a leader. Yet he 
demonstrated the advantage Which constituted authority has 
in the mind of the average man, especially in time of crisis, 
when he wrote: nAnd I believe in trusting those who are in 
power. Especially I have great faith in the President and 
Gen. Scott.nl Time and events justified one-half of Chapman's 
declaration of faith, to be sure, but when he made it, he 
could have had little more basis for it than his own tempera-
ment and wishful thinking. Such is the substance of the 
foundation stone of government's authority always and 
everywhere. It should be borne in mind, in this connection, 
that while Chapman had correspondence with important persons 
throughout the North, the Springfield Republican was 
1 See above, p. 92. 
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nevertheless his major source of news for political and 
military developments. For the bulk of his fellow citizens, 
it was, apart from conversation, the 'only source of information. 
Samuel Bowles evidently expected Seward to be the real 
wielder of executive authority in the new administration.2 
Almost with an element of surprise, came the Republican's 
statement, on the occasion of Lincoln's First Inaugural 
Address, 11 No one can doubt that Mr. Lincoln is the author 
of his own inaugural.n3 That element of surprise did not 
appear again, either in the Republican or in Bowles t letters. 
From this time forward, Bowles apparently recognized that 
Lincoln was in control of his own administration, and he 
seldom distinguished between them. His attitude was 
thenceforth one of steady support for the administration. 
Samuel Bowles was a moderate c.onservative in all senses 
of the term; and his newspaper reflected that shade of 
opinion faithfully. This latter was true even during Bowles' 
protracted absences from the editorial office, due to ill 
health, in the middle and latter portions of the year 1861 
and throughout the year 1862, for Dr. Josiah G. Holland, Who 
was the editor in Bowles' absence, was even more conservative 
than his chief. 4 Thus, without the slightest hint of dis-
loyalty, the Republican lagged far behind such a man as 
Charles Sumner in arriving at those principles upon which 
·zsee above, p. 8~. 
3springfield Daily Republican, March 5, 1861. 
4From early June, through the summer and fall of 1861, 
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the war was finally concluded. Consequently, when it criticized 
the Administration, which it infrequently did, it was not on 
the ground of disputed principle, but rather on policy and 
its effective execution. 
All o·f this is perhaps best illustrated in the paper's 
attitude toward Abolitionism. In the late 1840's and through-
out the 1850's, the Republican, like the greater part of the 
respectable persons and institutions of the North, was 
thoroughly opposed to the movement. 5 This attitude was 
dictated, of course, not by any liking for the institution 
of slavery, or even by want of sympathy for the slaves, but 
by that ordinary constitutionalism which could hardly fail 
to force intellectual assent to the npeculiar institutionn 
in those states where it was established. The Republican 
and its editor .absolutely rejected the doctrine of the 
tthigher law," as one subversive of all social order and 
productive of mob scenes, thus; 
Bowles spent much of his time in the search for health in 
New England mountain and sea-side resorts.· The greater part 
of the ensuing winter he spent in New York, at leisure and 
with only occasional brief visits to Springfield. From late 
March to the middle of November, 1862, he was abroad, still 
seeking to restore his health. His recurrent weakness was. 
nervous exhaustion, accompanied by severe headaches, probably 
migraine. This condition abated somewhat later·in his life. 
Merriam; The Life and Times of Samuel Bowles, I, 309-315, 
383-385. 
5 See above, pp.l2-20. 
.All sober men, and all good members of 
society, agree that the laws of society 
must be either actively or passively 
obeyed; that .the behests of society, 
uttered through its recognized channels 
of authority, are to be wrought out by 
the individual or suffered in the 
penalty attached to them.6 
128 
At the same time, the paper thought of the distinction 
between acknowledgin·g the legality of slavery in the Southern 
states, and opposition to the extension of slavery to the 
territories, as perfectly valid. It tried to keep the 
distinction clear to all men, North and South, saying 
repeatedly that the Republican party was not guilty of the 
charge made by the Democrats, that it favored Abolitioni~m.7 
The Republican party in Virginia, said the paper in February 
1860, may be opposed to slavery in Virginia, but the Republi-
can party in Massachusetts is not opposed to slavery in 
Virginia. 8 A month earlier the Republican had reported a 
recent spee<?h of Senator Henry Wilson of Massachusett.s, in 
which the Senator affirmed that the Party stood for the. 
exclusion of slavery from all of the territories. 9 The 
editor referred to this doctrine as rtthe Standard of the 
Party. tt Later, the paper gave voice to sweet reasonableness 
6springfield Daily Republican, March 31, 1851. 
7see editorials in-the Springfield Daily Republican for 
May 5, June 16, July 17, and August 8, 1852, as well as 
February 26 and September 8, 1860. 
8Springfield Daily Republican, February 26, 1860. 
9 Ibid., January 26, 1860. 
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again, saying that one of the causes of Southern exasperation 
is the mistaken belief that Abolitionism is Widely accepted 
in the North--a belief fostered, said the article, by certain 
Southern politicians for their own purposes. 11 But the dis-
position to trample· on the Constitution and to disregard the 
rights of the Southern states is confined to a very small 
fraction of' the North." lO 
When war had become a present reality, the Republican 
thought it necessary to state and reiterate, time after time, 
that the restoration of the Union and not Abolition was the 
object of' the war.ll Characteristic was the editorial in the 
autumn of 1861, entitled "Shall It Be a War of' Emancipation?": 
About half the published sermons preached on 
the late day of' national fast--and by the 
leading city preachers, who are accounted the 
representative men of the various sects--
assume that God requires that this war shall 
be made a War of emancipation as a condition 
of' success, and that the failures and defeats 
hi~to encountered are in consequence of the 
neglect of the government to fulfill this 
condition. Not Dr. Cheever alone, but Dr. 
Bacon, Dr. Cleaveland, Dr. Tyng, Dr. Bellows, 
and a host of other title and untitled divines, 
of' all denominations, took the same View. • • • 
10springf'ield Daily.Republican, February 29, 1860. 
llHardly a single week, from the outbreak of the war to 
the issuance of' the preliminary proclamation of' emancipation 
in September of 1862, was allowed to go by without a reminder 
on this score. See the Springfield Dail~ Republican, June 8, 
October 2, November 11, November 13 and ecember 5, all of' 
1861, and January 9, May 23~and August 30, 1862. 
Let us not rashly accept a conclusion 
involving such tremendous consequences. If 
we adopt it, the war is no longer a war for 
the Constitution and the Union. It sets 
aside the Constitution; it is a counter-
revolution at the North against the revolu-
tion at the South. It releases the South 
from its constitutional obligations and 
makes the contest one of sections·and 
institutions.l2 · 
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And again, two months later~ in answer to Abolitionists 
throughout the North who were trying to push the President 
into adopting·emancipation as a policy: 
The abolition of slavery is not the object 
of his administration. He has no right to 
make that the purpose of the war. His 
present duty is to prosecute the war and to 
overpower and punish the rebels who seek the 
destruction of the government.l3 · 
Finally when Congress had passed the confiscation acts 
and had declared that the slaves of rebels should be free as 
soon as they should be brought within Union military lines 
by the advance of the armies, the Republican saw the question 
as substantially ~ettled, thus: 
The gist of the whole case is thi.s: we have 
emancipation by law; the law will be enforced 
and the slaves freed as fast as the armies 
penetrate the Southern section; a proclamation 
of military emancipation could be enforced no 
farther.l4 · 
12springfield Daily Republican, October 2, 1.861 The 
ministers who were named in this editorial, some of the most 
important ministers of the city, were obviously far in ttadvance" 
of the editorial policy of the paper. There is no evidence to 
support the conclusion that the bulk of the population was as 
yet ready to follow the lead of the ministers. 
13Ibid •; December 5, 1861. 
14s:pi:d •. , August· 30~ 1862. This was published a week after 
LincolnTSanswer to Horace Greeley's famous ttprayer of' Twenty 
Millions." 
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Thus, the whole attitude of the paper was consistently 
constitutional. The enthusiasm which permitted some persons, 
such as Garrison, Phillips and Sumner, to ignore the limita-
tions of the Constitution in the application of the tthigher 
lawn had no place in the Republican's editorial policy 
du.r ing the first half of the war. There was a marked change 
later, however, when the Lincoln administration was straining 
at the limits of its constitutional powers in dealing with 
the "Copperheadsn who were sabotaging the war effort. In 
fact, the change is startling. An editorial of early February, 
1863, showed scant sympathy for the abettors of secession who 
had been arrested, and pointed, somewhat irrelevantly, to 
the use of this necessary power during the American Revolu-
tion.l5 Two weeks later, a lead editorial was stronger 
still: nwe care nothing for severity in these times. We 
care nothing for law, if the less must perish to save the 
nl6 And six greater. But give us energy; give us.force. 
weeks later, another editorial quoted, as pertinent to the 
present situation, a statement made by Oliver Cromwell in 
1656: ni.f nothing should ever be done but that which is 
'according to lawt the throat o.f the nation may be cut while 
we send for someone to make a law •••• When matters of 
necessity come, then, without guilt extraordinary remedies 
15spring.field Daily Republican, February 2, 1863. 
16rbid., February 14, 1863. 
132 
'may be applied." 17 And a lead editorial a week earlier, had 
squarely con~ronted the i~sue o~ the growing power o~ the 
executive, and said that, in reality, it was growing no more 
rapidly than the general rr governmental energy" o~ the people. 
Further, the President was always amenable to discipline at 
election .time, i~ necessary; consequently, alarm on this 
score was absurd. 18 
This change in the tone o~ the editorial voice surely 
demands some explanation, ~or it gives evide.nce o~ nothing 
less than a change in philosophy o~ government on the part o~ 
the editor. Most o~ it ~as undoubtedly due to a change in 
editors, which did take place, ~or Samuel Bowles had returned 
~rom Europe in late 1862 and had reass~ed in late November, 
17spring~ield Daily Republican, March 28, 1863. The 
Republican's thinking In this ana the previous quotation, and 
the thinking and phraseology o~ Cromwell, show a marked 
similarity to President Lincoln's de~ense o~ his suspension 
of the writ of habeas corpus, submitted to Congress on July 4·, 
l861: nMust they [the ,whole of the laws] be allowed to 
finally fail of execution, even had it been perfectly clear 
that by the use o~ the means necessary to their execution some 
single law, made in such extreme tenderness of the citizen's 
liberty, that practically_ it relieves more o~ the guilty 
than the innocent, should, to a very limited extent, be 
violated? · 
'~To state the question more directly, are all the laws 
but one to go unexecuted, and the Government itsel~ go to 
pieces; lest that one be violated?tt Roy P. Basler et al 
(eds.), The Collected Works of Abraham Lincoln. The Abraham 
Lincoln Association, Springfield Illinois tNew Brunswick, 
New Jersey: Rutgers University Press, 1953), _IV, 430. 
18 Springfield Daily Republican, March 21, 1863. 
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the editorial functions which had been in other hands almost 
continuously since the summer of 1861. Much had changed in 
the intervening period. The rebellion had developed propor ... 
tions which were unforeseen, even unbelievable, in June of 
' 1861. The reasonable constitutionalism with which Bowles 
had viewed the issues of secession and the first months of 
war, and which was characteristic of Dr. Holland's editorial 
stewardship, seemed to be out of touch with reality in early 
1863, when the North was staring defea-t;; in. the face.l9 The 
19Josiah Gilbert Holland (1819-1881), a physician who 
did not practice, was a very considerable person at this 
time and afterwards as a novelist, author of the nTimothy 
Titcomb Letters, n founding editor of Scribner's Monthg and 
early biographer of Abraham Lincoln. [Dictionary of erican 
Biography, IX, 146-147.] He was·an active contributor to 
the Republican from 1850 to 1864, and was assistant editor 
during the early part of this period. In working with Bowles, 
as distinguished from the times when he replaced him as 
editor, his activity was literary and moralistic rather than-
political~ According to Merriam (Life and Times of Samuel 
Bowles, I, 357-358.], he was responsible f'or the Republican's 
break with the leadership of the Republican party in Massa-
chusetts, during the summer and fall of 1862, when that group 
was critical o:f Lincoln's slow progress to an official anti-
_ slavery· position. Under him, the break took the :form of the 
espousal of the nPeople' s Partytt which was trying to block 
the re-election of Senator Charles Sumner. (Springfield 
Daily Republican, September 13 and October 26, 1862.) In 
the course of this aberration, which Bowles regretted 
(Merriam, Life and Times of Samuel Bowles, I, 359.], the 
Republican did not veer from its constant support of the 
Lincoln Administration. 
Early in April, 1860, Holland addressed an interesting 
and revealing letter to Bowles. The occasion was Holland's 
returning to Bowles the shares of stock in the Republican 
which Bowles had given to Holland when the former had removed 
to Boston in connection with the establishment of the Boston 
Traveller, from which venture he had now returned: "We (you 
and I) are hardly enough alike ever to be intimate friends--
! mean friends who wholly unbosom themselves to each other. 
There has always been an unseen bar between us that. kept us 
apart. It will very probably always exist, though neither 
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enormous bloodletting of 1862, and the seeming inability of 
the North to make militarily effective its great superiority 
in wealth of men and materials of war had had their effect 
upon the mind of a man to whom poor health had given the 
leisure to think and the perspective provided by distance. 
That a new growth and change did take place in Bowles t 
mind in the course .of his long absence is unquestionable. 
Merriam asserts that he n ••• brought back from his half year 
of exile a fuller health, a broader a~d calmer vision, a 
finer sensitiveness to moral elements." 20 More convincing, 
however, than the biographer's interpretation, is a comparison 
of Bowles' letters, written in Europe and afterwards, with 
those which were written before the journey. The increase, 
in the later letter~, of depth of thought~ sincerity of tone 
and forgetfulness of self is unmistakable. 21 
"you nor I know the reason for it. It grows out of our diverse 
natures, I think, rather than out of the relations of business 
and· personal associations. But, sitting alOne·, I have for 
you, sitting alone (sic] as honest a friendSJ::q:p as I ever 
entertained for a man. I could not say this to your face •••• 
To me it has been a great privilege to write books and deliver 
lectures. By your return to Springfield, I have been enabled 
to win the very sweetest successes of my life. And while, in 
my field, I have been prospered, I have rejoiced in your own 
reputation as in that of a very dear friend~ I say so much, 
I mean more. As an editor and a politician, you occupy one 
of the best and most influential positions in the country. 
May God bless you and prosper you in it. n April 2, 1860, 
Bowles Family Papers, in the collection of Mr. Richard Hooker, 
Longmeadow, Mass. 
20Merriam, Life and Times of Samuel Bowles, I, 359. 
2lsee, for example; the letter of September 20, 1862, to 
Maria Whitney (Ibid., I, 379), and compare it with any or all 
of the letters "'0'1"the period of 1857-1860. (Ibid., I, Chap. 25,). 
.. 
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As in the letters, so in the editorials of the paper. 
Support for the Lincoln administration was steady throughout 
the entire Civil War, but a difference in tone is perceptible 
between the editorials of 1862 and those of 1863. The editor 
of mid-April, 1862 (presumably Dr. Holland) wrote, 11 ••• the 
man at the helm in this time of turmoil and danger may be 
uncouth and plain of speech ••• yet ••• he is honest and wise 
and we shall go safely through and gain a peaceful and pleasant 
harbor at last. 1122 Opposed to this qualified and cautious 
brand of support is the ringing confidence in Lincoln which 
the Republican displayed in early 1863, when some quarters 
were expressing alarm on the subject of Lincoln's udictator"" 
ship, tt and its early and continuous urging of Lincoln's re-
election in 1864. 23 
Cf>iticism of the Administration, which seldom appeared 
in the Republican at any time during the war, never was 
directed at Lincoln personally; and it usually took the form 
of urging that the government display more vigor in carrying 
out the direction of the war. An editorial of early 1863 is 
a good example of this: " ••• it needs only success or the 
. . 
reasonable prospect of· s·uccess to bring the democratic masses 
to the cordial support of the government, while continued 
22
springfield Daily Republican, April 19, 1862. 
23see above, pp. 131-132. 
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nconfusion of councils at Washington, and disastrous blunder-
ing in the field, will give courage to the seditious~4 The 
slight tendency here displayed, toward impatience with the 
Administration for its lack of vigor in the prosecution of 
the war, does not really represent any even very slight part-
ing of company between the mind of Bowles and the mind of the 
President. The absence of effective vigor in the military 
effort was certainly not due to any lack, on the President's 
part, of appreciation of that virtue~ Rather, it was due to 
the enormous complexity of the task he had to accomplish, 
and to the failure of the professional military leaders to 
· display the happy combination of effectiveness and vigor. 
If, for example, General McClellan and the President both 
hesitated in the face of military decision--the General as 
regards committing his troops to battle, and the President 
as regards replacing the General--the President certainly 
had greater justification in that hesitation, for. no pro-
fe~sional training had (or could have) prepared him for 
charting.his course. Consequently, it may be concluded that 
the President thirsted after victory at least as much as did 
24Springfield Daily Republican, January 17, 1863. Also 
on January 29, 1863, the Republican called for a more vigorous 
policy and victory. On March 11, 1863, the lead editorial 
noted a new presidential proclamation calling back deserters 
and urging citizens to send them back. The editor hoped 
that this po~icy would be enforced better than previous 
ones. 
the editor of the Republican. The difference lay in the 
fact that the President had the awful responsibility for 
action, while the editor enjoyed the luxury of being able 
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to criticize, coupled with the responsibility only of having 
to say something every day. And while Samuel Bowles was a 
very perceptive, s.ensitive man, Who surely understood the 
distinction between the burden of power and the freedom to 
criticize; yet it is one thing to know about the burden of 
power, and another to experience it. 
Although the Republicants faith in the Administration 
never wavered during the war, it is certain that Bowles, 
personally, experienced at least one moment of disenchantment, 
for writing to a friend in March of 1864 he said: 
Gov. Andrew would like to see General Grant 
come up for President. I am quite sick of 
Lincoln1 s small, village politics; but so 
far he seems to be destiny.Z5 
The paper's commentary on the use of Negro troops 
revealed another marked change commencing in January of 1863. 
Prior to that time, Negroes were scarcely mentioned editorial-
ly, except incidentally in connection with Abolitionism, and 
then with a not very 11 advanced" attitude. Suddenly there 
appeared a· new interest in Negroes, which was undoubtedly 
attributable to a combination of the new editorial hand and 
a new realization of the dangerous situation of the Union 
25samuel Bowles tow. Austin Dickinson, March 10, 1864. 
William A. and Susan G. Dickinson Papers, Houghton Library, 
Harvard University. 
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cause. An editorial of mid-January took notice of the fact 
that there was a bill before Congress to raise 150,000 Negro 
soldiers in the South.. The writer thought the bill should 
call for 500,000 and be extended to the ·North. He thought 
this should have been done nfrom the beginning" instead of 
vacillating and evading the issue.. nMany of them are fitted 
by intelligence and character _to become officers, and the 
Southern Negroes should be led by men of their own race, as 
far as this is possible. n 26 
The Republican referred to the subject again a week later; 
this time the editorial was mostly an approving quotation 
from a report of Quartermaster General Meigs, in which the 
latter pointed to the Southern use of Negroes--an enormous 
benefit which could be had by the North. 27 Theh, referring 
to the Indian Mutiny of 1857-58, the paper continued, "Great 
Britain looked not at the color of the recruit; she accepted 
the aid of every arm, and was successful." 
Writing to a friend in May, Bowles summed up in a 
personal opinion: 
26springfield Daily Republican, January 20, 1863. While 
this opinion, ~hat Negroes should have been recruited from 
the beginning of the war, was doubtless put forward in all 
sincerity at this time, it seems most probable that the 
Re'publican would have strongly opposed su0h a proposal in 
1861. For example, in an editorial of July 9, 1862, which 
was mainly scolding other newspapers for their reckless 
criticism of the Administration, the Republican took.the New 
York Tribune to task for urging emancipation and proposing 
the use of Negro troops. 
2'? Ibid., January 29, 1863 .• 
There is need of new faith and patience in 
the war •••• The fight goes on till slavery 
is thoroughly uprooted--that-seems to be 
it. .And we must carry it on, so far as 
possible, with negro soldiers. The 
government seems to realize this. 
Organize the negroes, and put them to 
service, offensive and defensive; make 
them work out the freedom of their race.28 
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Coming about the same time, and closely connected, was 
the Republican's new interest in the welfare of Negroes whom 
the fortunes of war thus far had freed. An editorial of late 
Janua~y, 1863, purported to prove, by excerpts from 
correspondence, that Negroes were being badly treated by 
Northern officers and soldiers n ••• who should be their 
friends." The editor went on to say that organized Northern 
philanthropy and government had best bestir themselves with 
plans and organization to handle this problem before the few 
Negroes became hundreds of thousands.29 Two days later, 
another edito~ial urged the government to care for the 
freedmen, saying that their present condition both subjected 
them to misery and permitted them to believe that freedom 
28samuel Bowles to Maria Whitney, May n.d., 1863. 
Merriam7 Life and Times of Samuel Bowles, I, 394. · A whole year earlier Justus Willard, a prominent 
Springfield resident, had written to Representative ~enry 
L. Dawes, ,.The arming of the slaves is spoken of as a last 
resort--a dire necessity, ete.--just strip the question-of 
its .•• accidents, and see how plain it becomes. Suppose the 
slaves were white and loyal; would we hesitate to employ 
them? But they are black and have been slaves of the Rebels. 
This only strengthens the reason for employing them in our 
cause, provided they are loyal." Letter of May 5, 1862, 
Henry L. Dawes Collection, Libra~y of Congress. 
29 . 
Springfield Daily Republican, January 26, 1863. 
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was idleness.30 
Several issues of February, 1863, spotted the news of 
General Bankst policy of requiring the slave-owners of 
Louisiana who were under his jurisdiction to pay for the 
labor of their Negroes who were still technically slaves.31 
In mid-March the paper carried an eye-witness account of the 
plan in operation, with editorial approval as a practicable 
policy.32 And a few days later the·aubject moved into the 
first column of the editorial page, where there was quoted 
with approval a letter· from Colonel Hepworth,. former 
Unitarian clergyman of Boston, who gave his enthusiastic 
endorsement to Banks' policy, which he had seen in operation. 33 
Yet all of this enlightened concern for the Negro was 
based upon no sweeping acceptance of a Radical position on 
the subject. This is apparent from the Republican's attitude 
toward slavery in the Border States. In late January, 1863, 
the paper quoted, with approval, a recent message to the 
Delaware Legislature by Governor Cannon in which he had 
urged the adoption of some plan of emancipation, and had 
stated that he favored a law " ••• declaring the freedom of 
the future issue of slaves." 3~. For the editor of the 
30springtield Daily Republican, January 28, 1863. 
31Ibid., February.l2, 19, and March 4, 1863. 
32Ibid., March 19, 1863. 
33~., March 23, 1863. 
34Ibid., January 29, 1863. 
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Republican, then, the slavery issue still had none of the 
.. 
imperious moral element which led Abolitionists to dissatis-
faction with the Administration and to an ignoring of the 
pract.ical politics involved in preserving the loyalty of the 
Border States. Indeed, the paper condemned "~ •• our 
impracticables generally ••• [because] they insist upon apply-
ing principles at once and without regard to circUmstances 
and conditions.n35 
It is clear from the·attitude cited in the preceding 
paragraph, and from many other quotations noted above, that 
the Republican arrived at its position ?n most of the 
important political issues of t~e war years, at about the 
·same speed, and generally with the same results, as Mr. 
Lincoln. The conclusion seems to be valid that the Republican 
was an• nAdministrationtt newspaper. There was nothing 
official about this, of course, but the paper demonstrates. 
that Dr. Holland generally, and Samuel Bowles, almost alw~ys, 
arrived at their official editorial conclusions by approxi-
mately the same route as the President.36 Like him, they 
were men who were alert to the moral elements of the political 
35springfield Daily Republican, February.22, 1864. 
36As an individual, Bowles' personal opinions were 
slightly more radical; at times, than he permitted'his paper 
to be. Writing to a friend in early 1863, he said, nAn 
individual can be Wendell Phillips or M. D. Conway, but a 
newspaper cannot, and have circulation and tolerance.tt · 
Samuel Bowles to Franklin B. Sanborn, February 16, 1863. 
Merriam, Life and Times of Samuel Bowles, I, 392-393. 
problems with which they dealt; but they_were also realists 
and constitutionalists. They knew that government could 
not proceed successfully much more rapidly than public 
opinion; and they, unlike many of their contemporaries, 
whose symbolic burnings of copies of the Constitution 
seemed to give them a grander moral stature, were able to 
distinguish between their personal moral preference and the 
President's constitutional duty. 
On this last point, the development of their opinion 
on emancipation by presidential proclamation is conclusive .• 
The early attitude towards Abolitionism noted above was the 
governing one in this connection, right up to the eve of 
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the issuance of the preliminary proclamation.37 In an 
editorial of late August, 1862, after arguing that the nation 
already had a law which effected the emancipation of slaves 
as rapidly as the armies of the Union advanced, the Republican 
continued, n ••• therefore there is no real foundation for the 
issue which some of the Republicans attempt to use against 
the President. tt38 Wit.h the issuance of the preliminary 
proclamation a few weeks later, the editor still displayed 
a reasoned satisfaction: 
The President's action is timely--neither too 
soon nor too late. It is thorough--neither 
defeating itself by half-way measures nor by 
passionate excess·· It is just and magnanimous--
doing no wrong to any loyal man, and offering 
no needless exasperation to .the disloyal. It 
37see above, pp. l26-l3l. 
38springfield Daily Republican, August 30, 1862. 
is practical and effective--attempting 
neither too little nor too much. And it 
will be sustained by the great mass of 
the loyal people, North and South; and 
thus, by the courage and prudence of the 
President, the greatest social and 
political revolution of the age will be 
triumphantly carried through in the midst 
of a civil war.39 
These sentiments were Dr. Holland's. An opinion which 
143 
was probably that of Samuel Bowles, was expressed early in 
January, 1863, in an editorial which noted that the official 
Emancipation Proclamation had been issued by the President 
as Commander-in-Chief and not as a philanthropist.40 Two 
weeks later, the paper asserted that the republicans of 
Europe seemed to understand the moral force of the proclama-
tion better than did many Americans. 41 And an editorial of:late 
February summed up the Republican's attitude. The writer noted 
that after five months of trial (apparently dating the ntrial" 
from the issuance of the pre.liminary proclamation], the 
Emancipation Proclamation had proved a disappointment to those 
who had expected the rebellion to collapse upon its issuance 
and who consequently had abused the President for not having 
issued it sooner. It now appeared, he continued, that 
Abraham Lincoln had been right in resisting them; yet the 
proclamation would redound to the benefit of the Union 
eventually. 42 
39springfield Daily Republican, September 24, 1862. 
40rbid., January 2, 1863. 
41Ibid., January 17, 1863. 
42rbid., February 27, 1863. 
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When the o~~icial proclamation had been in e~~ect ~or 
a year, the Republican published a full-column lead editorial 
entitled "Watering the President," noting the famous remark 
o~ Wendell Phillips regarding Lincoln's growth and fruition 
of policy on the subject o~ emancipation: "We watered him.u 
The editorial agreed that Phillips' statement was true, in 
the sense that the Abolitionists had certainly brought as 
much pressure as possible to bear upon the President, to 
rorce him to rollow their policy, regardless of his judgment 
of the condition o~ the country and his own constitutional 
responsibility. But so .far was Lincoln .from being actually 
.forced by the Abolitionists, that a review of his conduct of 
the war would reveal that his policy had been consistent: 
"His first and contr.olling aim has been coincident with his 
official duty--the suppression of the rebellion. (Such men 
as Phillips] ••• should be made infamous .for their readiness 
to disgrace the President for their own selfish purposes. tt 43 
It is clear that While Bowles and his paper bad come to 
support a practical form of abolitionism, they had not 
experienced any change of attitude toward Abolitionists. 
This is similar in tone to a more comprehensive indictment 
of the Radicals, which had appeared some Weeks earlier: 
43 
No administration ever suffered as much from 
its .friends as has tbat of Mr. Lincoln •••• 
Those of his .friends who are radical, while 
constantly reproaching him and abusing him 
Spring.field Daily Republican, January 6, 1864. 
for not acting upon their notions have at 
the same time, inconsi'stently eno~gh · 
attempted to make it appear that he is 
doing it, and so have given strength to the 
idea from which the opposition party in the 
North and the rebellion in the South now 
derive their chief strength. 44 
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Thus the Republican's confidence in the Lincoln adminis-
tration. It has been asserted .that this confidence in 
Lincoln extended even to urging him, in June of 1863, to 
take the field as a general; but this is an error.45 
In general, it may be stated that the Republican's steady 
support of the Administration and the war effort was typical 
of the community as a whole. Indeed, where and when the 
community did develop dissatisfaction with the Administration, 
it took the form of Radicalism; and Radicalism may be con-
sidered, at least to some extent, as an expression of greater 
devotion to the war effort, and to vigor in its prosecution, 
than were being demonstrated by the Administration.46 Judge 
Reuben A. Chapman gave voice to a general support· of the war 
effort and the government when he wrote to an English 
correspondent in mid-1861, saying that the good people of the 
North admire the Queen and the English working me.n: 
44springfield Daily Republican, November 23, 1863. 
45The assertion is made in Hooker, The Story of an 
Independent Newspaper, p. 126, and in Sandburg, Lincoln, The 
War Years, II, 339. Most probably Sandburg copied the error 
from Hooker. The error itself arose·from a misinterpretation 
of a Republican editorial of June 11, 1863, which quoted a 
satirical remark of the Chicago Tribune, that Lincoln should 
take the field. To this the Republican replied, in effect: 
nonsense, the President's duty is to find a winning general. 
46see below the account of the editorial policie~ of 
the Springfield Union, established in January, 1864. 
••• the whole public mind of the country was 
deeply affected by the noble conduct of the 
English Working-men, who in their deep 
distress, refused to be seduced by ou~ 
enemies into the expression of sentiments 
hostile to us. 
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He proceeded to express his pleasure that Mr. Massie [his 
correspondent) understood that slavery was at the bottom of 
the conflict. Also, he affirmed that the natives of New 
England believed in the dignity of labor and the laborer; 
consequently, the laborer was educated, had a voice in 
government and was upright. On the other hand, the criminals, 
drunkards, vagrants, 11 ••• and most of the paupers and tenants 
of our prisons are foreigners, who were brought here in 
ignorance, and especially without the Bible. n In the South, 
on the other hand, the slaveholding class despised labor and 
the laborer, retained the laborer deliberatelr in ignorance 
and degradation, and recognized no moral responsibility con-
cerning the slaves' marriages. 
Even their church members and clergymen have 
become so corrupt as to contend stoutly that 
all of this is sanctioned by the Christian 
religion. [Southerners have succeeded in 
blinding the foreign workmen in this country 
into accepting Southern pretensions to 
democracy.] Our recent riots and threats of 
riots have come almost exclusively from 
foreign emigrants (sic]. It is but just to 
say that they are persons who do not read the 
Bible and are not Protestants; and it should 
added that multitudes of Irish Catholics 
understand-the matter aright, and are true 
and loyal citizens. 47 
· 47Reuben A. Chapman to Rev. J. W. Massie quoted in 
J. w. Massie, America: The Origin pf Her Present Conflict; 
Her Prospect for the Slave; and Her Claim !'or Anti-Slavery 
Sympathy (London: John Snow, 1864), pp. 181-183. 
And Springfield's Mayor Stephen Bemis expressed his 
wholehearted support of the war effort, in a public address 
in January, 1862: 
••• we find ourselves engaged at this time in 
the worst of all evils, a civil war. 
We are now being sifted as a nation •••• 
At the South, a large portion of the people, 
led by wild and visionary men spurn the 
Government and set at defiance the Constitu-
~ion which their fathers aided in establishing; 
not that they expect to organize a more perfect 
Government, or one that will bring more virtue 
and happiness to the mass of the people; but 
they desire to wield power, to make freedom 
bow to despotism, to set at defiance the 
interests of the toiling millions, and build 
up an aristocracy such as the world has never 
known. And to this end they are attempting 
by force and arms to break up the best 
Government tinder Heaven, and one which they 
had sworn to support. Sooner or later they 
will see their mistake, and will learn, 
probably through much tribulation, that the 
cause of freedom and of right is destined 
to accomplish all it has undertaken. 
Against these elements or wrong we have 
arrayed the great body of the people--men who 
have not bowed the knee to Baal and never will.· 
These men are the real democracy of the country, 
under whatever political flag theymay have 
rallied. ·you will find them around their 
campfires, among the rebels, on the shores of 
our rock-bound coast - and even at the South, 
amid the mutterings of treason, true men can 
be found. There are twenty millions of these 
sons of freedom who will stand"by our country, 
our altars and- our homes, until every vestige 
of this wi"cked rebellion is crushed and 
annihilated, and, if needs be, can also as ~ 
pastime whip a few of the British dragoons. 48 
48springfield Directory, 1862, pp. 24-25. This is a 
part of the inaugural address of Mayor Bemis, delivered on 
January 1, 1862. This signifies real support of the war 
effort, despite tbe oratorical flourishes and vaporings. 
147 
The pugnacious reference to the British was made very shortly 
after the Trent Affair. Even the older American stock, in 
addition to the Irish, still enjoyed indulging in Anglophobia. 
On the drafting of men for military service as a 
political issue (as distinguished from the administrative 
aspects and practical results of the several conscription 
acts),.again, Springfield followed-the lead of the Lincoln 
administration. There was, of course, a sharing in Spring-
field of the feeling that was general throughout the North, 
that conscription was distasteful. 49 Speaking to the public 
in January of 1865, Mayor A. D. Briggs spoke of 11 ••• active 
efforts which are now being made to add to our enlistments, 
and thus place our city beyond the reach of a draft under-
the. present call for more men by the President. n 50 Never-
theless, Springfield saw_no civil disturbance of any kind ~n 
reaction to conscription. The fact is, however, that very 
little actual drafting ever was done in Hampden Coup.ty, and 
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Even Samuel Bowles shared in this, writing to a friend at the 
height of the excitement over the Trent Affair, he said, rti 
am rampant for war with England, ana a·savage one at that--
confiscating all English property here, and putting the John 
Bulls through the hardest sort of sprouts- n And he went on 
to say that the British were sympathetic to the South because 
of their fear of successful business competition from America 
in the event of Union victory. Samuel Bowles to Clark Bryan, 
Merriam, Life and Times of Samuel Bowles, I, 332. The emotion 
herein e4pressed· was quite out of character for the usually 
calm and reasonable Bowles, and was probably a short-lived 
flight into anger. In any case, he was sufficiently controlled 
so as not to express any such view in his paper. 
4911Distastefuln is the mildest term which can be used in 
connection with the general popular reaction to this program. 
See Fred A. Shannon, Organization and Administration of.the 
Union ArmyS 1861-1865 (Cleveland: Arthur H. Clark, 1928), 
II, I'75-2I • 
50springfield Directory, 1865, p. 10. These remarks 
were a part of Mayor Briggs' inaugural address of January 1, 
1865. In this speech, Major Briggs recounted with pride 
Springfield's performance in supplying men to the armed forces, 
and extended the same pride to the figure of 318 men who had 
paid commutation money to the government. 
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that late in the war. The main manner in which the draft 
had other than academic impact upon the community and vicinity 
was its effect as a probable spur to voluntary enlistments. 
The community's great opinion-molder had different and 
developing attitudes toward conscription, attitudes which 
were arrived at slowly and with some vacillation. In mid-
1862, the Republican expressed its disapproval of conscription, 
on principle. It insisted that the greatest moral benefit 
would accrue to the North from the pursuit of victory with 
volunteers only, which, it said: 
••• will provoke the astonishment and admiration 
of the world, and it will be our best security 
against hostility from abroad, for there is no 
nation on the globe that can afford to court 
the enmity of a people who rush spontaneously 
to arms at the call of the government they 
themselves have made.51 
Within three weeks, however, the editorial view had 
changed completely. Meanwhile, the Peninsula Campaign had 
failed rather decisively, and the confidence which Springfield 
had shared with the nation upon the inception of' that move-
ment had evaporated.52 Furthermore, voluntary enlistments had 
been falling off, due to a variety of' causes. 53 It was in the 
5lspringf'ield Daily Republican, July 10, 1862. 
52In the letter from Justus Willard to Henry L. Dawes, 
May 5, 1862, referred to above on p. 138 n. 28, the writer 
opened with the words, nwe are all in high glee •. We cannot 
doubt that the Rebellion is on its last legs.n IHenry L. 
Dawes Collect ion, Library of Congress.) D£ ·course~ no.· accurat~ 
est~ate can be made of' the number of persons included in 
Willardts, ttwe"; but there is no reason to believe that this 
was not an accurate representation of the feeling of the 
entire community. 
53shannon, Organization of the Ar.my, I, 295-302. 
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midst of these discouraging factors, and presumably because 
of them that the Republican executed a complete editorial 
reversal, stating, tt ••• there would be a strong feeling of 
relief and renewed confidence if the government should order 
a draft at once, whether the number called for should be two, 
three, or five hundred thousand.n54 
When, following some months of unfortunate experience 
with the first draft law, its deficiencies were, in some 
measure, remedied by the Act of March 3, 1863, the Republican 
gave its continuing, yet reluctant support, for it believed 
that the energy and money spent in the execution of the law 
would have been more profitably invested in the encouragement 
of voluntary enlistments • 55 
After January 4, 1864, a new voice was heard each day 
in Springfield, in form of the newly established newspaper, 
54
springfield Daily Republican, August 4, 1862. Also, 
since the editorial expressi.on of' July 10, '1862, mentioned 
above as disapproving of the proposed draft bill, this had 
been enacted as the Act of July 17, 1862 [J. G. Randall, 
The Civil War and Reconstruction (Boston: D. c. Heath and 
Company, 1953) p. 409]. The unsatisfactory character of 
this act, as it worked out in administrative practice, 
could not have been understood by the editor of the Republican 
in early August, 1862. The passage of the act itself may 
have been another factor causing the editor to change his 
mind; if so, it would illustrate a regular feature of 
Republican editorial policy: the willingness-to accept 
accomplished facts, and to proceed from there •• 
55springfield Daily Republican, August 22, 1863. The 
conscription laws are discussed fully in James G. Randall, 
Constitutional Problems under Lincoln (New York: D. Appleton 
and Company, 192 6) , pp. 23-9-274. 
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the Springfield Daily Union.56 This newspaper was Republican 
in its political orientation, but strongly radical; hence it 
expressed, and doubtless stimulated whatever there was in 
Springfield of opposition to the Lincoln administration. 
This opposition, oftentimes seemingly a result of the Unionts 
desire to differ with the Republican, took the form of 
criticizing the Administration both on substance and procedure, 
and also in attempting to advance the fortunes of Lincoln's 
various possible political rivals, such as Secretary Chase 
and General Benjamin F. Butler. 
The best illustration of the contrasting editorial 
policies of the Union and Republican can be found in their 
conduct during the Presidential election campaign of 1864. 
There emerges also, finally, from this continuous contrast, 
a fairly clear picture of the attitude of the community 
toward the Administration from January of 1864 to the end of 
the war. 
56The first edition of the Springfield Daily Union was 
issued on January 4, 1864. The paper was edited and published 
by Edmund Anthony,_formerly of New Bedford,.Mass. In 
Springfield's journalistic history, Anthony is a shadowy 
figure, apparently having no real influence in the community 
apart from his· newspaper. This was probably due to the 
brevity of his residence; he had sold out and gone elsewhere 
by the end of 1865. (Clark, 11The Press of Hampden County ,t' 
p. 435.] The Union was published in the evening, in contrast 
to the Republican's morning publication. The Republican 
noticed briefly the Union's entrance to the field [January 5, 
1864] and seldom. mentioned the paper again. On the other 
hand, one of the Union's chief approaches to news and editorial 
comment was to take direct issue with the Republican. In 
· general, the Union concentrated on local affairs somewhat 
more than did the Republican~ 
As early as May of 1862, the Republican took notice of 
the President's possible candidacy for re-election: 
••• if Abraham Lincoln lives, and goes on the way 
he has thus far pursued, laboring for the single 
end he has proposed, and choosing for his 
counsellors and helpers such as are loyal, with-
out further questions or other tests, the man does 
not live and the party cannot be formed, that will 
prevent him from a second ter.m of office. We 
have bad no such president since Jackson-~an 
honest, patriotic, unselfish man.57 
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In early January, 1864, the Republican noted with approval 
the crowd's responding to cheers for Lincoln at a meeting at 
which Wendell Phillips and Horace Greeley had done their 
best against the President. "The people are for Lincoln, tt 
said the writer, nand rightly so.n 58 Another report of 
popular support appeared. two days later, and incidental 
reference to. the same subject appeared frequently throughout 
. . . 
the next few weeks; for example, in mid-January, a lead 
editorial entitled nwanted--A Platform.n exposed the Democrats 
to a very unfavorable comparison with the Lincoln administra-
tion. 59 
From early February on, almost every issue carried a 
small piece entitled nPresidential,u devoted to. exposing the 
moves of the political opposition, both Democrat and Radical, 
and to reporting widespreaa· support for the .President. Indeed, 
the Republican was serenely confident of Lincoln1 s prospects, 
57springfield Daily Republican, May 17, 1862. 
58Ibid., January 7, .1864 •. 
59Ibid., January 16, 1864. 
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even in the face of rising Radical support for Chase; perhaps 
more confident than it had reason to be.60 And in the midst 
of the short-lived enthusiasm for John c. Fremont, the 
Republican was reassuring: 
Let nobody be scared. The steam will all be 
let off before June, and the nominating 
convention will come together cool and 
reasonable, and will nominate nthe best manu 
for whom we shall all vote, Gennans and 
Missouri radicals included.61 · 
In April, the Rep~blican summarized the political situa-
tion in general, thus: 
Nobody pretends that the administration is 
a perfect one, or that it has not had great 
faults; nor do we think that any fair-
minded man can deny that it has met and 
overcome tremendous and appalling difficulties 
with great wisdom and success. We can see now 
how something better might have been done in 
some things, but we cannot hold the adminis-
tration responsible for not acting in accordance 
with events which no man could foresee. The 
Union has been saved and the rebellion crowded 
back to half its orignal limits, and the 
reclaimed states have not only been occupied 
and held, but are in process of transformation 
into free states by the act of their own loyal 
people. All that has been gained has been 
held, and will be held forever for Union and 
Liberty. No man can look back to the days of 
doubt and terror through which we have passed 
in the last three years, and not feel that the 
government has done something that deserves to 
be recounted With satisfaction and pride. It 
is easy to say it might have done more, but it 
was not omniscient, and was fearfully weak 
when it entered upon the great work assigned to 
it. Those who elected this administration, at 
least, should. judge it with candor and treat it 
60springfield Daily Republican, February 26, 1864. 
61 Ibid., March 10, 1864. 
with generosity. And we believe that the 
people do so~ whatever may be true of the 
politicians. o2 
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And When Lincoln was renominated, the newspaper reported 
it, coupled with some subtle propagandizing with a class in 
·society whose strength was well understood by Bowles: 
The people believe that Mr~ Lincoln is 
honest ••• that he believes in the people 
and tries to execute their will •••• The 
money.power is greater at this time than 
it has ever been before--greater and 
more widely diffused among the people •••• 
It is beyond dispute that the money power 
of the country is pleased with this 
selection. 63 . 
That Samuel Bowles' support for Lincoln was personal 
and sincere, as well as public, is seen in his correspondence: 
But for politics and politicians, we should 
be substantially out of the woods this fall. 
Lincoln's triumphant election, if it can be 
accomplished, will be the final coup de 
grace; it will raise up at once a reactionary 
party in the South--a peace party that could 
be controlling, with the aid of our arms •••• 
Do you notice that the Anti-Slavery Standard 
and tbe Liberator~ the representatives of the 
old Abolitionists, are both earnest for Lincoln? 
Yet· a new crop of radicals have sprung up, who 
are resisting the President and making mischief. 
Chase is going around; peddling his griefs in 
private ears, and sowing dissatisfaction about 
Lincoln. Oh, how little great men can be--the 
larger the smaller.64 
62springfield Daily Republican, April 9, 1864. 
63Ibid., June 13, 1864. 
64samuel Bowles to Maria Whitney, S~ptember 4,. 1864, 
Merriam, Life and Times of Samuel Bowles, I, 413. Bowles was 
not alone in Springfield in feeling as he did about Chase. 
Writing to Congressman Dawes, William Stowe said, ni think 
about Chase. I have felt and have said to friends, that· I 
could have voted for him on general principles. But I have 
changed my view. He is a 'dirty. dog 1 .n William Stowe to 
Henry L. Dawes, May 27, 1864, Henry L. Dawes Collection, 
Library of Congress. 
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And when the Democrats had nominated General McClellan, 
the Republican produced an assessment of his character which 
might have been written yesterday with the benefit of a 
century's analysis: 
With respectable talents, a pure character 
and patriotic motives, he is wanting in 
that high moral sense tbat perceives the 
truest truth, and that high moral courage 
that does and dares in its behalf. He. 
waits, he hesitates in the presence of 
great opportunities--he compromises with 
time and truth; and he is no fit man to 
deal with the sharp occasions and the 
sublime exigencies of the hour.65 
Upon the re-election of Lincoln in November, the paper 
expressed the view that the days of the Confederacy were 
surely numbered, not only because the Administration would 
certainly conduct itself so as to bring about this event, 
but also because the results of the election showed the 
North to be d~ter.mined and united.66 
Thus the course of the Republican. In contrast, the 
Springfield Daily Union followed an editorial policy that was 
essentially anti-Lincoln until it was.forced into line by 
the logic of events. Perhaps it might be more accurate to 
classify this newspaper as essentially extremist and 
consistently radical, and anti-Lincoln in the service of 
that position, until political and military events required 
a softening of that anti-Lincoln policy. On the first day 
65springfie ld Daily Republican, September 1, 1864. 
66
rbid., November 9, 1864. 
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67s·prin·gf_i~eld Daily Union, January 4, 1864. 
68Ibid., January 5, 1864. The reasoning displayed in 
this editorial seems to indicate that the editor was mainly 
interested in the abolition of slavery in the border states, 
rather than in the suppression of the rebellion, and that 
he was willing to stretch the principle of military necessity 
to fit-the case; 
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Again, as an evidence of extremism, there was published 
late in January some advice to Congress on the social and 
economic reconstruction of the South: 
••• it must be done not by coaxing red-
handed rebel planters back to their homes, 
but by confiscating and selling their 
immense 'plantations to ttsmall-fisted 
farmers, n no .matter whether black or 
white. The idea of merely confiscating 
some lordly rebel's property during his 
life is all nonsense. It will kill tEe 
South instead of regenerating it. Besides, 
to claim that only such confiscation is 
allowable by the Constitution, in our 
_ judgment shows interpretation, or too much 
conservatism on the brain.69 
Then began a long course of direct and indirect criticism 
of President Lincoln. This developed first, aimed at his 
conservative cabinet officers, and at his friends, then 
directly at the President himself, finally through.praise 
of his possible political enemies. The first instance was 
an editorial which praised Secretary Chase as the only man 
in the Administration whose management. of his own department 
had been a clear, unequivocal success. ttEvery other man--
the President not excepted--has failed to a greater or lesser 
extent. n Indeed, the editor thought that Salmon P. Chase 
had the proper qualifications to be President.70 
Shortly thereafter Secretary Seward was the object of 
an attack touched off by a remark, on the part of some 
anonymous person, approving the Secretary's handling of the 
69springfield Daily Union, January 28, 1864. 
70Ibid., January 29, 1864. 
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diplomatic situation involved in the British construction 
of the two rams for the Confederate Navy. nMr. Seward's 
diplomatic courage is about the last thing his friends ought 
to boast about •••• The fact is th~t Mr. Seward, as Secretary 
of State, ·has proved a magnificent failure. n The editor 
charged Seward with having favored slavery up to the time 
the Proclamation was issued. nAnd so we stood with Europe 
against us till Mr. Lincoln--God bless him--without Mr. 
Sewardts advice, issued his_glorious proclamation of _emanci-
pation, reversed the current of foreign sympathy, and doubled 
our strength at home.n 7 1 
Then the attack turned, with deceptive gentleness, to 
the President himself, in a comment on the President's call 
for 500,000 troops. There was a question as to whether the 
number of troops ucredited,tt under this figure of half a 
million, was to include the 300,000 recently drafted. 
Our excellent president, as usual, mixed 
the matter a little, so that probably he 
himself cannot tell his meaning from the words 
alone •••• Let us hope that no fresh blunder of 
that sort is to be added to those which have 
already protracted the war •••• He[Lincoln] 
seems generally to postpone such things to 
the last moment, and then to write in such 
a tremendous hurry that he befogs his own 
·meaning. 72 · 
Thereafter, the Union's critical commentary on the President 
covered a wide range of subjects, including: 
71 . 
Springfield Daily Union, February 1, 1864. 
72Ibid., February 2, 1864. 
1. Charging that the war was prolonged by the 
President's ttcoddlingn of' copperheads, and 
especially the copperhead press. The Union 
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. '73 demanded vigorous action against the copperheads. 
2. Stating that the Union would f'avor the re-election 
o:f Mr. Lincoln, i:f he should be f'air.ly nominated; 
but that every good thing he had done with reluctance 
and almost too late. ttThe country's gratitude is 
due to Mr. Lincoln, because he has not ruined the 
country, as he easily might have done with a little 
more tardiness. tt '74 . 
3. Saying that the Republicans should be very caref'ul 
about renominating Lincoln, because he would lack 
the firmness to deal properly with the rebels. nlVIr. 
Lincoln has a warm and generous heart; and so has 
many a mother, who, without a balance of' firmness 
or decision, has indulged her children unt~l they 
are completely ruined. That is our danger now.rr'75 
4. Approving a recent statement of' Horace Greeley to 
the ef'f'ect that Lincoln should not be renominated, 
although he deserved the gratitude of' the conntry 
f'or having done a good job. The Union thought that 
Fremont or Chase would have done a better job. The 
73spring:field Daily Union, February 5 1 1864. 
'74Ibid., February 11, 1864., 
'75~., February 19, 1864. 
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Union saw real significance in the Missouri Unionists' 
.refusing to endorse the renomination of the President. 
tt ••• there are no better Unionists than the emancipa-
tion men of that State, who know that the President's 
temporizing course has immeasurably prolonged· their 
woes.n76 
5. Disapproving the President's leniency to convicted 
criminals in the armed forces. . nThe deserter who 
frustrated General Butler's scheme for capturing 
Ricbmond was another of Mr. Lincoln• s pardoned gentry--
sentenced to death for shooting his captain. The 
villains pardoned in this way would mak~ a very 
respectable army--in size, nothing else.n77 
6. Condemning the President with faint praise and extoll-
ing the virtures of his rivals for the nomination. 
76 
The Union commented on an editorial in the Providence, 
Rhode Island, Press, which disparaged Lincoln and 
praised Secretary Chase, by taking weak i.ssue with 
some of the worst charges, and continuing: u ••• he 
is just learning radical doctrines. And as a pupil 
he is slow, inapt and unwilling yet. Now if instead 
of such a pupil for President again, we can get a 
Springfield Daily Union, February 24, 1864. 
77
rbid., February 23, 1864; also March 5, 1864. 
r~rofessor in the school of radicalism, why not 
take him. tt ?8 
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?. Arguing that the National Convention should be 
postponed, lest the people, not understanding as yet 
the superior merits of Fremont, Chase or Butler, 
should rush into renominating Lincoln.rr9 
8. Attempting to create a very unlovely picture of the 
Blair family, and charging that the President had 
practically turned the government over to them. 80 
9. Ridiculing the President's interest in various 
schemes for the foreign colonization of Negroes. 
This was used as the basis for an attack on Lincoln's 
judgment and for a plea to the country n ••• to unite 
upon another far better fitted to carry us through 
the war safely and speedily. n 81 
10. Praising radicalism as a sound doctrine, to the 
contrasting disadvantage of the Administration: 
"Coercion--radical, earnest, sweeping coercion--has 
given us all the triumphs of the war, and misnamed 
leniency and conciliation all its·horrors and 
78springfield Daily Union, March 5, 1864. An editorial 
on March 12, 1864, also defended Lincoln weakly and praised 
Fremont. Again, an editorial of March 16, 1864, came out 
very strongly for Fremont~· As to Lincoln, n ••• he is a true 
but a horribly slow man •••• n who would ·take yet a long time 
to understand the wickedness of Seward, Halleck, Stanton and 
the Blairs. 
?9rbid., March 22, 1864. 
8°rbid., March 28; 1864. 
8lrbid., March 31, · 1864. 
1tlisgraces. Let the People choose which shall be 
82 the policy for the future. 11 
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11. Offering yet another man as an excellent alternative 
to the renomination of the President, Senator Charles 
Sumner," 11 ••• one of the few men in Washington possess-
ing a conscience--whose 'policy' is to do right now 
and leave the result to God.n Secretary Seward was 
thereafter most unfavorably contrasted to Senator 
Sumner.83 
12. Blaming Lincoln personally for the massacre at Fort 
Pillow, saying that Lincoln was at fault for not 
having found a way to force the rebels to a more 
humane treatment of colored troops; but the rebels 
probably knew that they cou~d count on a policy of 
leniency from the President. 84 
. 13. Hinting at the existence, in the President's character, 
of something less than complete devotion to the Union 
cause, because of the influence of Mrs. Lincoln, and 
her "Secesh Relations.n85 
14. Ridiculing Lincoln's personal character. The Union 
quoted Henry Ward Beecher as having made some 
complimentary remarks about the President's moral 
purity and wisdom. The editor then belittled these 
82springfield Daily Union, March 31, 1864. 
83rbid., April 4, .1864 •. 
84Ibido 1 April-16, 1864. 
·85~., May 7, 1864. 
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qualities in Lincoln and asserted that Beecher was 
joking in this, and in proposing Lincoln's re-elec-
tion. 86 
15. Attributing gross incompetence and insincerity to 
Secretary Seward. Commenting on the North American 
Review's praise of Seward for having held off foreign 
intervention on behalf of the South, the Union 
strongly disagreed: "The demonstration of strength 
made by the people has alone kept foreign governments 
from such intervention,n while Seward had earned 
nothing but the contempt of those governments. 
Seward, said the editor, had been lacking in sincerity 
throughtout his entire political career.87 
16. Reporting the President's renomination without 
.enthusiasm. This editorial then belabored the 
conservative wing of the Republican party, saying, 
nThe day of Blairism is past so far as the party is 
concerned •••• While the Convention made. a mistake in 
making any nomination at this.time, it did better 
than could have been expected." The reference here 
is clearly to the choice of Andrew Johnson for the 
Vice-presidency.88 
17. Criticizing the President again for his essential 
conservatism. The Union noted that some people were 
86springfield Daily Union, M~y 24, 1864. 
87Ibid., May 24, 1864. 
88Ibid., June 9, 1864. 
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urging Mr. Lincoln to make cabinet changes and were 
expecting him to do so, and then stated that no 
improvement would be made. nMr. Lincoln is not a 
man to adopt new men or new measures .save from 
necessity, and his whole course shows it. 1189 
18. Advising the Administration through a shaft aimed 
at the conservative Springfield Republican: 
Our dainty city contemporary continues to 
growl at Secretary Stanton, much like a 
Copperhead. This is in very bad taste 
certainly, considering how enthusiastic 
that print was for Mr. Lincoln's renomina-
tion. To groWl at Stanton is to growl at 
the President, else ttkick me, kick my dog 11 
is untrue. Now we are more consistent. 
We didn 1 t recommend the nomination, but 
we accept it and mean to support it (in 
preference to anything worse) Cabinet, 
Halleck, General Frank Blair and all. 
Can't the Republican do as much? There 
are to be no Cabinet changes for the 
present--that is, in a direction to 
promote radicalism--so can't the 
ttoriginal supportersn of conservatism be 
content and stop snarling at the result 
of their own work?90 · 
19. Charging that the President was the person who had 
n ••• done.more to prevent general confiscation [o:r. 
rebel property] than any other living man.n91 
Then, almost suddenly, in December of 1864, the f'ire and 
bitterness disappeared :rrom the Union's editorial commentary 
on the President, and was shortly :rollowed by :f'ulsome praise. 
89spring:rield Daily Union, June 13, 1864. 
90rbid • , July 8, 1864. 
91
rbid., August 31, 1864. 
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Early in that month, the paper printed in full the President's 
annual message to Congress, and approved of it generally and 
in detail. 92 A day later, the Union noted with emphatic 
approval the President's appointment of Salmon P. Chase to 
the office of Chief Justice of the Supreme Court, and took 
the position that Lincoln had done himself honor in the 
appointment. Once more he tt ••• shows himself the cheerful 
servant of the people, and still further entitles himself to 
their confidence and gratitud'e.n 93 
Several days later, the Union devoted a long editorial 
to praising the President, although some of the compliments 
suffered from over-qualification. The editor said that Mr. 
Lincoln's career tt ••• affords a striking example of intellectual 
growth. n He had been somewhat crude in speech and writing, 
and a free and easy Westerner in his manner, when he became 
President. Now, he wrote in a manner 
••• not inferior to his predecessors.. We 
have the testimony of Mr. Everett that the 
President's deportment is that of a gentle-
man. He will retire to private life with 
a reputation second only to that of 
Washington himself, more than esteemed by 
his countrymen, and respected by all outside 
the limits of the Republic.94 
Again, a few days later, the editor of the Union. proceeded 
unwittingly to write a chapter in the history of his own 
intellectual growth in a lead editorial entitled "The Power of 
92springfield Daily Union, December 7, 1864. 
93IbicL, December 8, .1864 •. 
94Ibid., December 10, 1864. 
Moderation, n in which he stated that the people of the 
country were coming to understand the value of moderation. 
There had been a t 1me when 
••• the executive administration was regarded 
as too moderate to meet the just demands of 
a determined people in the travail of a new 
epooh·and destiny. (Now, we see more clear-
ly] .... the moderation of President Lincoln 
has been the foremost element of his success. 
It has saved us from many precipitate measures 
which would have eventuated in disaster, if 
not in the utter ruin of the country. In all 
his messages to the Congress, addresses to 
the people, and private utterances made 
public, we discover the same unruffled equa-
nimity of feeling; never taken at a disad-
vantage, never turned aside from the path of 
public duty through fear or nervous haste.95 
Finally, the Union concluded its direct commentary on 
the President, While he yet lived, in early March of 1865. 
Referring to his Second Inaugural Address, the editor wrote 
that it 
••• is brief and peculiar. It reads more 
like the utterances of the ancient prophets, justitying the-ways of God to man, than a 
state document, from a modern civil ruler. 
[The Union_approved the religious tone and 
said that it would be popular, for the 
people were deeply religious.] The President 
might have given us a more decisive and 
elaborate picture of the situation With a 
hint in regard- to his future policy, but 
time will doubtless commend his reticence 
on this occasion.96 
Thus, a month before the end of tbe war and the death 
of the President, the editor of the Springfield Daily Union 
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has come to a position, not _only of approval of the President's 
95 . . Springfield. Daily Union, December 16, 1864. 
96Ibid., March 6, 1865. 
policies, but of faith in him for the soundness of policies 
which the editor didn 1 t quite understand. This was a 
remarkable change of opinion and attitude, and one which 
requires some ·explanation. It may be that the editor was 
simply bowing wisely to the verdict of events. After all, 
Lincoln had been re-elected, and the war had been all but 
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won. Yet the editor of the Union perhaps deserves some special 
credit for perspicacity and flexibility, for there were many 
editors who could find no good word for Abraham Lincoln until 
he was safely dead. 97 
Concerning specific issues, as distinguished from its. 
gerieral attitude towards the Administration, the Springfield 
Daily Union displayed a consistently radical point of view. 
In January of 1864, for example, it spoke out in oppos~tion 
to the unequal treatment accorded Negro soldiers in the matter 
of pay. The editorial exposed the unfairness of the system 
and continued: 
The best interests of the country are 
imperilled by it, and we hope that every 
civilian who has influence at Washington 
will exert it so that this wrong will be 
speedily righted.98 
Two days later, the Union took the Springfield Republican 
sharply to task, as was its custom, this time for having 
previously been opposed to the use of Negro troops and, indeed, 
97Robert s. Harper, Lincoln and the Press (New York: 
McGraw-Rill Book Company, Inc., 1951), p~. 348, 353. 
98 Springfield Daily Union, January 21, 1864; also 
February 3, 1864. 
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to the a9olition of slavery. The editor admitted that the 
Republican no longer held these views, but asserted that lack 
of wisdom prompted the views in the first place, that 
conversion had come late and that it was a mere case of 
jumping on the band wagon. 99 
And in April of' 1864, the Union commented on a recent 
·speech by Senator Doolittle of' Wisconsin in Which the Senator 
opposed Negro suffrage. The Union stated that it, too, opposed 
universal Negro suffrage; not because these people were 
Negroes, rather because it would like to see the suffrage 
restricted to well-educated, morally elevated persons anyway. 100 
As for drafting soldiers, the Union approved of' it from 
the beginning. Indeed, it believed that drafting should have 
commenced earlier than it did and f'?r larger numbers.lOl Yet 
it did not believe that Springfield, as a particular community, 
should permit the draft to be applied to itself. It was bad 
for the honor of the community, as Well as for those upon 
whom it fell, for many were rr ••• illy qualified to bear its 
99
springfield Daily Union, January 23, 1864. 
lOOibid., April 22, ·1864. · In this connection, a Union 
editori~f' February 9, 1865, attributed the notorious 
corruption and demagoguery, W:hich infected New York City, to 
universal suffrage, entirely apart from the Negro issue. 
nlViassachusetts, perhaps, has no local reason to complain of 
universal suffrage, but the question is one which must soon 
be discussed everywhere in the light of experience. Is it 
a success or a mockery? Is our civil war due, even in a 
small degree, to this system? Are we not tending to corruption 
and anarchy--to mobocracy--under its influence?tt 
101Ibid., February 1, 1864. 
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"pecuniary hardships. The way to escape is to fill the quota 
voluntarily." The editor recommended that the community in-
crease the liberality of bounties in order to secure men.102 
And the Union was consistent throughb·ut the summer of 1864 
in urging men, not so much to volunteer, as to contribute to 
the bounties available for those who would volunteer. The 
editor considered that such contributions showed good sense 
and practical patriotism.l03 
On the subject of reconstruction, the Springfiel~ Daily 
.. 
Union followed a strange course of development. The paper 
accepted the President's early program as something to be 
taken for granted. This attitude was displayed in an 
editorial entitled nReturning Prodigals .n Referring to the 
preparations for return to the Union of the states of 
Tennessee, Arkansas and Louisiana, the editor surmised that 
the sentiment behind the movement in t.hese states was not one 
hundred per cent genuine, but "much of it is,n and he hoped 
that the people of these states now recognized in their full 
104 
.dimensions the evils of slavery. There was not a hint, in 
this editorial, of any con~ciousness that this issue might 
become a controversial one. 
102springfield Daily Union, February 3, 1864. 
1°3Ibid., August 1, 1864 and the issues of the week 
immediately preceeding; also, the issues of August 8, 9, 10, 
12, 13, 15, and 20, all of 1864~ 
104Ibid. , Januaey 22, 1864. 
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In later editorial policy, the Union developed several 
different attitudes, not always mutually consistent or typical-
ly radical, on the connected problems of political reconstruc-
tion, the treatment of' the former slaves, and the punishment 
of the rebels. 
An editorial of early April, 1864, is interesting, in 
view of the faint praise and strong criticism which the Union 
was heaping on President Lincoln at this time. The editor 
.noted with approval a new edict of the Russian Tsar, 
Alexander II, which provided for the breaking up of large 
feudal estates in Poland and the inaugurating of a plan of 
credit for land purchases by the newly liberated peasants. 
The comparison between the Russian and American servile 
systems was too obvious to be missed, and n ••• the position 
which.history will assign to Alexander II needs no prophet 
to foretell.• 105 
By the end of May, 1864, the Union was prepared to 
approach reconstruction from a firmly radical position. In 
an editoria 1 which reported a proposed resolution of' Senator 
Sumner, which would have reduced the constitutional position 
of the rebel states to conquered territory, the Union approved 
of the plan: uTo attempt to reconstruct society there till 
the foundations are made secure is a risky operation, and 
reminds one of the man whose tenderness led him to warm a 
viper in his bosom. u 1°6 Two months later, the Union reaffirmed 
105springfield Daily Union, April 5, 1.864. 
106Ibid., May 28, 1864. 
its attitude toward the South, in the persons of the 
Con:federate leaders: uif Jeff Davis and his immediate 
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abettors can be captured, we pity the government which will 
permit them to escape trial anq execution when the war is 
over. n The rebel leaders knew that this feeling was connnon 
in the North, said the writer, and that was why they continued 
to struggle desperately fo~ independence.l07 And by mid-
November of 1864, the Union had extended its desire for stern 
treatment to the entire population of the Confederacy. 
Writing about a recent proposa 1 made by General ·Benjamin 
Butler, and nother good Union menn to offer unconditional 
amnesty to all rebels below the rank of colonel. upon their 
presenting themselves to the proper authorities, the editor 
stated that the rebels were black-hearted villains and traitors 
who didn't deserve such tender treatment. Butler's further 
suggestion, of war to the hilt if the rebels refuse the kind 
offer, should be adopted immediately.l08 
Yet, for all the extremism of the Union 1 s views on the 
treatment of the Southern Whites, it was not characteristically 
radical in its view of the Negro problem. · In mid-February of 
1865, in an editorial entitled nBleeding the National Treasury,n 
the paper deplored the u ••• schemes now being offered in great 
107springfield Daily Union, July 28, 1864. 
108rbid·., November 21, 1864. Also, an editorial of 
November~ 1864, reaffirmed the Union's disapproval of 
nmistaken leniency. n ttvillains remain villains, n wrote the 
editor. 
ttnumber by bankrupt politicians, presumably to care for the 
newly freed negroes, actually, in ma~y cases, to bleed the 
treasury.n Whatever the real motive, thought the editor, 
the treasury couldn't stand it after four years of' war; and 
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u ••• the best policy is to let politicians and the black race 
take care of' themselv.es or rely upon private generosity for 
further sustenance.nl09 The interesting point of' this 
editorial lies in its departure from the view of many radicals, 
who held driving convictions about equality as a matter of' 
religious raith in the brotherhood of' man under the fatherhood 
of' God. On this religious basis, they were impelled by pity 
and Christian love to adopt, as a further article of faith, 
the basic equality of' the Negro, and hence, strongly to 
advocate full and equal citizenship for the former slaves. 
Quite naturally, they urged upon the government the undertaking 
of responsibility for the relief of the imme~iate hardships 
which were incidental to actual emancipation. Such far-
reaching convictions were notably absent from the Union's 
attitude toward the freedmen. Indeed, the Union's editor 
made clear on one occasion that he was not convinced of the 
wisdom of democracy, even.when it included only the white 
population of the country. 110 In its attitude toward slavery, 
. ~ 
the Union did, however, demonstrate one of the qualities 
characteristic of Abolitionists: single-minded devotion to 
109springf'ield Daily Union, February 11, 1865. 
llOsee above, p. 16'6, note 100. 
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the elimination of the curse, accompanied by serene disregard 
for the social and economic problems to which success in this 
enterprise would give rise.lll 
In la.te February of 1865, the Union was able to perform 
the strange editorial feat of using a strongly conservative 
view of the Constitution to support its desire for stern 
treatment of Southerners. In an editorial entitled nLimited 
Powers of the General Govermnent, 11 the editor commented on 
a bill, then before the Congress, for establishing govern-
ments in the recovered states: nits main features are, 
perhaps, unexceptionable, but ••• uthe Constitution ordered 
the relations between the states and the Federal Government 
so that the latter could not coerce a state that would not 
act legally; so, maybe it would be wise to keep them under 
military rule rr ••• until not only slavery, but all of its 
collateral evils shall be effectually weeded out of their 
organic and statute laws.nll2 On the succeeding day, however, 
the paper published a sentiment which stood in glaring 
contrast to the severity of its recent pronouncements, and 
was consistent only with its belated, growing admiration 
for Abraham Lincoln. Stating that it appeared that all the 
reconstruction bills currently in the Congress would fail, 
the editor noted that this would leave the President with 
111springfield Daily Union, February 11, 1865. This 
editorial is quoteCi above, pp. 171-172. 
112~., February 23, 1865. 
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discretionary power to deal with the problem. Then, n ••• the 
conference in Hampton Roads assures the people that the 
largest discretionary power compatible with the genius of 
the Constitution, is safe in the hands of our President .nll3 
Finally, in its desir~ to see the rebels punished, the 
Union betrayed no mitigation, after victory, of the sternest 
sentiments previously expressed. Indeed, in a series of 
editorials on this subject, extending over a single week, 
~he paper's bitterness, undoubtedly intensified by the 
assassination of the President, became extreme. In late April 
of 1865, the first of these pieces called for the capture and 
ncondign punishmentn of the rebel leaders, who deserved the 
rt ••• severest penalties known to civilized law •••• tt; but 
the ed.itor feared they might somehow manage to escape their 
just deserts. 114 Five days later, the paper approved heartily 
of President Johnson's proclamation ttsetting a price upon 
the miserable heads of Jeff Davis and his confreres ••• , n and 
expressed satisfaction at this evidence of the government's 
intention to be stern.l15 Finally, two days later, the Union 
reported having heard of a Georgia lady who had been so 
indiscreet as to remark that tt ••• the South had· disbanded it~ 
armies for the present •••• u Supposing that there were 
thousands of' such persons in every state in the South, the 
ll3springfield Daily Union, February 24, 1865. 
114Ibid., April 29, 1865. 
115Ibid., May 4, 1865. 
editor recommended the policy of "running over11 each such 
state with cavalry upon any occasion of dis loyalty, . 
• • • until the people, sick of their f'o lly, 
cry out for deliverance •••• Treason cannot 
be argued out of' existence; it must be 
crushed out wit.h the iron heel of' power. 
All history teaches this lesson with an 
emphasis and f'orce which we shall do well 
to heed.ll6 . 
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Throughout the war years, it was of' course true that 
other persons than newspaper editors .took occasion to express 
theirsentiments in connection with various issues of a 
political or military nature. Through these, to the extent 
that it is possible to catch a glimpse of the authentic lif'e 
of the community, it is clear that the community did support 
the Administration and its management of the war; this, with 
the exception of' the fact that some citizens inclined to a 
somewhat more radical political creed.than did the President 
or the Springfield Republican. For example, the war was a 
year old when Justus Willard wrote to Representative 
Henry L. Dawes : 
As to the question of' confiscation, it seems 
to me not less clear. It is attempted to 
bef'og the issue by suggestions of constitu-
tional diff'iculties, so long as we do not 
recognize the Rebels as alien enemies. But 
we do recognize them as Rebels & traitors to 
their God and country, & we also recognize 
. that the penalty for treason is death. But 
the greater includes the less & to confiscate 
their property is the milder punishment. If 
tenderness for heirs should stand in the way, 
let real estate be confiscated for the use of 
the Government during the life of' the owner. 
But it ~eems to me pusilanimous [sic] thus to 
hessitate [sic]. The Constitution & the laws 
are in abeyance and then operation f'or the 
116springfield Daily Union, May 6~ 1865. 
benefit of the Rebels until they shall choose 
to acknowledge tbeir authority and return to 
their allegiance. · 
If I could fight I would not write. 117 
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Almost two years later, the elderly Mr. Willard remained 
implacable toward the rebels. Writing to Henry L. Dawes, he 
stated that, since age prevented his doing more for his 
country, he would do all that he could: give good advice. 
He reasoned that, since the rebels' country was upretty well 
exhausted, 11 they must subsist by depredations in the Northern 
states; and the only answer to this was to call up every man 
in the militia. He again urged confiscation of rebel property. 
There could be no question here of attainder of treason; that 
was a provision of the Constitution which might be pleaded 
by a traitor who acknowledged the obligations of the 
Constitution and the laws, but the rebels made no such 
acknowledgment and were therefore not entitled to the protec-
tion of the Constitutlon.ll8 
One Springfield man, a patriot, experienced a special 
kind of sorrow, with which the residents of other states 
than Massachusetts were more familiar. This was the fashionable 
117Justus Willard to·Henry L• Dawes, May 5, 1862,· 
Henry L. Dawes Collection, Library of Congress. 
118Justus Willard to Henry L. Dawes, February 8, 1864, 
Henry L. Dawes Collection, Library of Congress. Mr. Willard 
was analyzing the economic situation of the South fairly 
accurately in deciding that it was close to exhaustion; but 
events showed that the Southern armies were not able to 
penetrate the North again, however much.they may have 
desired to do so. 
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portrait painter~ Chester Harding, of whom his friendly 
rival, diarist w. s. Elwell, made mention on March 26, 1862: 
Mr. Chester Harding called today. Mr. H. is 
very bitter,. he has two sons in the Rebel 
army. Who dares say that Woman has not 
influence, .they married Southern Ladies.ll9 
Samuel Bowles, who generally knew where his duty lay, 
and who took his journalistic responsibilities very seriously, 
almost yielded, on one occasion, to the siren call of 
adventure and a form of patriotic service more dramatic than 
journalism. Writing to a friend in November of 1863 he said: 
If I could get away this autumn, I would 
go South to Gen. Banks's department & join Brig. Gen. Fitzhugh Warner's staff 
for a campaign of 3 or 4 months. He 
would like to have me, and I would like 
it, & believe it would kill or cure me.120 
For whatever reason, Bowles did not join the army at this 
or any other time. Had he done so at this time, in accordance 
with his projected plan, he would have been involved in 
Banks' Red River Campaign; and he would almost certainly 
have gained neither health nor glory from this. Since he had 
a very high opinion of the function of a journalist in a free 
society, it is most probable that, in playing with the idea 
of participating in rililitary activity, he did not suppose 
that he would make any great contribution to the advancement 
119w. s. Elwell, Diary, March 26, 1862. Springfield 
City Library Association, Springfield, Mass. 
120samuel Bowles to William A. Dickinson, November n.d., 
1863, William A. and Susan G. Dickinson Papers, Houghton 
Library, Harvard University. 
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of the prospects of victory. Indeed, his own words, quoted 
above, give evidence only of a personal, selfish--although 
perfectly proper--motivation. In the larger sense, however, 
the whole project is symbolic of his complete attachment, 
and the complete attachment of the community of which he was 
an important leader, to the Union. This was an unquestioning 
devotion to the announced official objectives of the war. 
If there had ever been any questionittg of those objectives 
(and there had been such questioning prior to the time when 
some of those objectives became official), those questions 
·. had long since been disposed of. It may be concluded that 
the community was, throughout the war, dedicated to the 
support of the Administration in its prosecution of the war, 
and that this dedication was productive of slight overtones 
of impatience with the Administr-ation. The impatience was 
attributable to the failure, on some people r s part,· to 
understand the reasons for the Administration's consistent 
conservatism and slow development of policy. 
It would be too much to expect that there was absolutely 
no one who felt otherwise. The fact is, however, that there 
was, in Springfield, no significant, shared opposition to 
the Administration's efforts for Union victory. Democrats 
there were, of course, and they polled a sizeable number of 
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votes, albeit a distinct minority,. in every election.121 
But a study of all available evidence indicates the presence 
of no genuine "copperheadism.n Apart from persons of old 
11 Yankee" stock among its leaders, such strength as the 
Democratic pa~had in Springfield was based largely upon 
the new, Irish segment of the population, and the Irish were 
Democrats more nearly because the masters of local society 
were Republicans, than because of any sympathy for the South.122 
In any case; the Democrats as a party group in Springfield 
succeeded in nothing_more than keeping their organization 
alive during the war. 
As for individuals, there ''is evidence available of the 
activity of but one person in the city, and one other in a 
nearby community, who were opposed to President Lincoln to 
121For example, in the election of 1864, the local results 
were as follows [Springfield Daily Union, November 9, 1864]: 
Hampden County 
Springfield 
... Lincoln 
6311 
2377 
McClellan 
2891 
1790 
Andrew 
6274 
2348 
Paine 
2916 
807 
The votes for the presidential candidates and gubernatorial 
candidates are very close: party voting. [J.F.M.] 
122This political organization of Irish ·immigrants in 
the Democratic party, for·essentially defensive purposes, Was 
a general American phenomenon at ·this time. Oscar Handlin, 
Boston's Immigrants; a Study in Acculturation (Revised · 
edition; Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1959), pp. 
190-206, and Carl Wittke, The Irish· in America (Baton Rouge: 
Louisiana State University Press, 19565, pp~ 104-109. Its 
existence in Springfield may be inferred from the action of 
the local Irish Mutual Benevolent Society in 1854, mentioned 
above, p. 63. 
a degree that transcended even ordinary.partisan rancor. 
Very shortly after the assassination, the Union reported: 
A miserable, low-lived specimen of 
humanity in Westfield gloated over 
the death of Mr. Lincoln Saturday 
morning, when he was taken in hand 
by a justly incensed crowd and pretty 
roughly handled.l23 
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Several weeks later the following story appeared in the 
same paper: "A person dressed in female mourning attire is 
flaunting about the streets of the city, boasting that she 
is mourning for the assassin.Booth." 124 
However difficult it may be to understand the motives 
which drove these individuals to make such vain gestures, 
by which they jeopardized their own personal safety, it seems 
quite certain that they were isolated phenomena of no real 
significance. 
Altogether, Springfield was strong in its support of 
the war effort; but this support involved more than lo~alty 
to the Administration. The community was also deeply 
concerned With the welfare of the men in the field. 
123springfield Daily Union, April 17, 1865. 
124Ibid. , May 13, 1865. 
CHAPTER VIII 
THE HOME FRONT - SUPPORI'ING THE SOLDIERS 
In its efforts to aid the soldiers, Springfield developed 
a pattern of activity over the war period, which was similar 
to that of many other communities and which arose naturally 
from the shape of events. In the first months of the war 
and of the patriotic enthusiasm of the civilian population, 
there was much haphazard generosity displayed by individuals 
and groups. This generosity, sincere as it was, was never-
theless directed more to patriotic display than to the solid 
. . 
and efficient care for the well-being of the troops. Examples 
of this type of activity are to be found in the organizing 
of strawberry festivals for an entire regiment, in the 
arrangements for the presentation of national, state and ·unit 
flags, a~d in the presentation of ceremonial swords to 
officers. 1 
Even before there was any substantial amount of military 
activity involving Springfield people, the community began 
to act, again in a somewhat haphazard fashion, due to the 
fact th~t the city was a railroad junction of some significance• 
For example, the Sixth Massa·ohusetts Regiment, that one which 
was to receive its baptism of blood at the hands of civilians 
in Baltimore, passed through Springfield on its way to that 
fateful rendezvous and to the defense of .the capital. When 
1 See above, p. 10~. 
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it arrived at Springfield, refreshment was provided to the 
Sixth Regiment at the railroad depot. 2 
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There was much sending of packages by private individuals 
to relatives in the service, and this continued throughout 
the war. Also, the city government, from the beginning of 
the participation of Springfi~ld men, took official action 
to provide its soldiers with personal supplies and bounties, 
and even to extend the same courtesy to citizens of other 
<?Ommunit~es, in the expectatiC?n of being reimbursed. 3 · 
Then, as the war wore on, it became clear to many 
individuals and groups that organized effort, efficiently 
administered, would more nearly serve the interest of the 
troops; and so, organization developed. For example, in 
mid-November of 1861, the members of the Ladies Sewing Circle 
of the First Baptist Church 
••• expressed a desire that our energies for 
the coming year be devoted to working for 
the Soldiers, and a vote was passed to.that 
effect •••• All seemed willing and desirous to 
do all in their power towards promoting the 
comfort of our armies.4 
2w. s. Elwell, Diary, April 17, 1861, Springfield City 
Library Association, Springfield, Mass. See above, p. 101. 
3rn his·inaugural address to the people of Springfield 
on January 11 1862, Mayor Stephen C. Bemis·spoke of the financial record of the. past year thus: n ••• and that we 
have, in addition to this, paid for equipments and other 
necessaries for soldiers enlisted in the citr,, $8,188.54, of 
which has been reimbursed from other towns, $435.64; leaving 
a balance of $7,752.90 for supplies furnished the soldiers. 11 
Springfield Directory, 1862, p.7. 
4constitution of the Ladies• Sewing Circle of the First 
Baptist Church, Springfield, with reports of secretaries, 
1846 to 1872, November 15, 1861 .. ~gfield City Library 
Association, Springfield, Massachusetts. 
That the ladies began to act promptly is attested by a 
report presented at the next annual me~ting in October of 
the following year: 
The last of December a box of articles; estimated 
to be worth one hundred and twenty dollars, was 
forwarded to the Sanitary Commission in St. 
Louis, and a-letter acknowledging receipt and 
expressing·much gratitude was duly received. 
Since then, numerous packages, amounting to 
two hundred and twenty dollars·have been 
forwarded to the Soldiers Aid S.ociety to be 
distributed where they were most needed.5 
Also, on this same occasion, a vote was passed 
••• appropriating some money [sic] from the 
treasury to purchase provisions such as 
crackers, farina, corn starch, tea & etc. 
[sic] to be forwarded to one of the hospitals 
in Washington ••• for the comfort of our sick 
soldiers. 
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In the autumn of 1862, a commission of young men was 
privately organized in the city to send supplies and assistance 
to the fighting front, and this group operated successfully 
for some months in this fashion. This organization was the 
local chapter of the Young Men's Christian Commission, Which 
subsequently became the Soldiers' Rest Association. Beyond 
performing its major function in connection with the Soldiers' 
Rest, of which more will be said later, this organizati~n of 
very respectable young men succeeded in stimulating others 
of the community' a ttbest people 11 to a great deal of effort. 
It was reported in January of 1864, that the local Young 
5constitution of the ~dies' Sewing Circie of the First 
Baptist Church, Springfield, with reports of secretaries, 
1846 to 1872, October 17; 1862. Springfield City Library 
Association, Springfield, Massachusetts. 
184 
Men's Christian Commission had forwarded to the armies and 
hospitals, funds and stores to the value of over $5,000. 6 
Four days later the Union announced, with emphatic editorial 
approval, that the Young ~en's Christian Commission had just 
appointed a committee to canvass the city for books, papers 
and pamphlets to be sent to the army camps. 7 
On the evenings of February 17th and February 19th, a 
group of Springfield ladies, organized specifically for the 
purpose, presented a tableau exhibition. The ladies played 
to a disappointingly small crowd on the first evening, 
received a very complimentary review in the next day's paper, 
and had a full house for the second of their presentations 
at the Music Hall. Altogether, the effort brought a profit 
of $606, which was turned over to the Young Men's Christian 
Commission. 8 Apparently this and other activities of the 
ladies of Springfield, in connection with soldiers' aid, 
were sufficiently succ~ssful so as to inspire them to form 
a regular organization. On June 1, 1864, the Ladies' 
Christian Commission was formed at the First Congregational 
Church for the purpose of assisting the Young Men's Christian 
6springfield Daily Union, January·9, 1864. The Union 
is a more useful source of information, in this connection, 
than the Republican, for its policy was to give emphasis to 
reporting on the local scene. 
7rbid., January. 13, 1864. 
8 Ibid., February 1, 18 and 20, 1864. 
Commission. The members of the organizing committee were 
Mrs. Charles Merriam (wife of the publisher of Webster's 
Dictionary, then and now a Springfield enterprise), Mrs. 
Abel D. Chapin, Mrs. John R. Hixon, Mrs. George P. Geer, 
Mrs. D. H. Brigham (wife of the community's most successful 
dry goods merchant), Mrs. William Rice (wife of the 
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prominent clergyman who originated the City Library Associa-
tion), Mrs. J.D. Brewer (wife of the successful hardware 
merchant who was president of the local Young Men's Christian 
Commission) and various other socially prominent ladies. 9 
In early March, the Masonic organizations of the 
community held a nfestivaltt at the City Hall which was 
reported as a great success. The affair produced a profit 
of $500, wh~ch was turned over to the Soldiers' Rest 
Associat ion. 10 
A Union editorial of early June was happy to repo~t 
that "the Christian Commission is beginning to be held in 
its true estimate. 11 Contributions were flowing in, and the 
need for them was ever greater, since 160 sick and wounded 
soldiers had been cared for at the Soldiers' Rest during the 
month of May. The number for the week ending June 3rd was 
47.11 
In mid-June, in response to a request from the local 
9springfield Daily.Union, June 1, 1864. 
lOibid ~ , March 3, 1864. 
11Ibid., June 4, 1864. 
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Young Men's Christian Commission, three Springfield ministers, 
Rev. L. Clarke Seelye, Rev. George s. Stockwell, and Rev. 
Dr. C. s. Hurlburt, obtained from their congregations a leave 
of absence of three to four weeks in order that they might 
go South and care for the wounded. The ministers were assisted 
and accompanied by Henry Hutchinson and H. N. Rust, employees 
of the Armory. Their fellow armorers made up a "liberal 
purse11 for their use, and Superintendent Reed of the Hartford 
and New Haven Railroad provided the party with passes. 12 
In the early months of 1863, especially after Fredericks-
burg and Chancellorsville, the stream of sick and wounded 
soldiers passing through the city on their way home or to the 
various New England hospitals, clearly demanded some action on 
the part of the community. The Young Men's Christian 
Commission responded with the purchase and equipping of a 
small wooden building near the railroad station, which. was 
called nThe Soldiers'. Rest, 11 and where some genuine efficiency 
was achieved in caring for returning combat veterans. 13 This 
was satisfactory for a period of nearly nine months after its 
activation in August of .1863. The terrible battles of the 
spring of 1864 rendered the facilities inadequate, however. 
12 Springfield Daily Union, June 13, 1864. 
13E. A. Newell, "Rest": a Memorial (Prepared under the 
Direction of the Trustees of the Soldiers' Rest Fund. 
Springfield, Massachusetts: n.p., May 30, 1881), pp. 3-7. 
All the sick and wounded from Vermont, 
New Hampshire, Maine, Northern New York 
and Western Massachusetts passed through 
this city, arriving here many t~es at 
night, suffering untold physical agony 
and worn out for want of rest.14 
More needed desperately to be done, and the above mentioned 
commission, now renamed 11The Soldiers' Rest Association,n 
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built a large new building, properly equipped it, and provided 
permanent attendants and a hospital section. 
Altogether, up to November of.1864, over $10,000 had 
been expe1_1ded in this effort and 9,243 soldiers had been 
cared for. At that point, the Association ran out of funds, 
and it decided to hold a nsoldiers' Fair 11 for the benefit 
of the ttRest • 11 This 11 Soldiers 1 Fair11 ·was a large operation. 
Numerous committees were activated in November, including 
in their membership almost all of the prominent members of 
the community. Invitations were sent far and wide, and those 
invited included Governor Andrew, who attended, and President 
Lincoln, who replied gracefully, with regret, on December 19th, 
the first of the four days of the fair. The President 
extended his best wishes for the success of the enterprise, 
and stated that he hoped that the recent good news from 
Generals Sherman and Thomas n ••• will be far better than my 
presence, and will provide all the impulse and enthusiasm 
14 E. A. Newell, "Rest:'~ a Memorial, p. 8. 
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"you will need.n 15 
Thousands of people attended the Fair. Those who chose 
to eat there--it was held in the old City Hall, a building 
which was destroyed by fire shortly after the war--had a 
large menu ~rom which to choose, at prices such as fifty 
cents for the main dish, ten cents for pie, twenty cents 
for ice cream and ten cents for tea or coffee. Considering 
weekly wages of th.e average worker in Springfield, this 
price scale should have insured a profit. 16 
Most people attending the Fair were undoubtedly doing 
so from a combination of motives, including patriotism, the 
desire to purchase things at a bargain, and curiosity. The 
appeal of the Fair to the last n~ed motive was surely 
enhanced by a fine art exhibition which was made possible 
through the generosity of a number of prominent citizens 
who lent their prized paintings for display. The artists 
.. 
15E •. A· Newell, It Rest~~-: a Memorial, p. 15. This letter 
was subsequentTy purchased from the Association by Mr. J.D. 
Brewer, one of its most active members. Much of the fore-
going information was taken from Newellls pamphlet, and the 
rest was provided by Copeland, · 11 Our County and Its People!''! 
A Histo[t of Hampden County, I, 229-231, and by the Spring-
field Daly Union. This newspaper began its commentary on 
the Fair on November 23 with the story of the organizing of 
the major committees on the previous day. It continued with 
reports of progress and the amounts of contributions. For 
example, see the issues of December 1, 2, 6 [this day the 
paper ran a big feature story on the Committees, which read 
like the city 1 s social register], 8, 12, 13, 16, 17 and 19, 1864. 
l~his information is taken from a printed menu en-
titled nEating Department, Soldiers' Fair, CitY. Hall, 
Springfield, December 19, 20, 21 and 22, 1864,' Springfield 
City Library Association, Ms. Box, ncivil War Miscellany." 
so represented included Carlo Dolci, W. S. Elwell and 
Chester Harding {Springfield men), Westhall (a pupil of 
Benjamin West), Gilbert Stuart, Mazzolini and PDmpignoli. 
Lenders of paintings included Samuel Bowles, General James 
Barnes, J. B. Rumrill, C. W. Chapin, John B. Stebbins, 
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J. D. Brewer, J. G. Holland, Milton Bradley, George Bliss, 
George Atwater., C. C. Chaffee a~d others, all very prominent 
and prosperous citizens of the community.l7 
Altogether, the Soldiers' Fair was an immense success, 
socially and financially. The net profit amounted to 
19 $18,593. 5'7_. This money was handled so judie iously that, 
while expenditures were made gen~rously. in accordance with 
the Association's chief function, the fund yielded additional 
profit and interest to.the extent of $11,000. ~fter the war, 
the building was sold, and the Asspciation continued to 
disburse its funds to care for needy veterans and their 
dependents, until that function was taken ~ver by the E. K. 
Wilcox Post of the G.A.R. When it finally closed its affairs, 
the Association reckoned that it had served over 17,000 
persons and had spent $80,000 in so doing. 19 
. This information is taken from a printed form entitled 
"Catalogue of Paintings Contributed by the Citizens of 
Springfield for Exhibition at the Soldiers' Fair, Springfield, 
December 19, 1864, 11 Springfield City Library Association, Ms. 
Box, ncivil War Mis~ellany.u 
18E. A. Newell, 11 Rest u.: a Memorial, p.l5. 
19copeland, ttour County and Its People';·: 'A History of 
Hampden County, I, 229-231. 
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Individuals continued throughout the war period to do 
personal work for the comfort of the soldiers. A Miss Harrison 
was reported in early March of 1864, for example, as having 
just comp~eted the knitting of her fiftieth pair of 
stockings for the soldiers. 20 And philanthropic organizations, 
not specifically connected with the Christian Commission, did 
work at aiding the troops. For example, the Soldiers' Union 
Aid Society at the Watershaps--a neighborhood in the south 
side of the city which was clustered around the factories 
at the west end of Watershops Pond--reported that in the 
year ending February 3, 1865, it had collected and distributed 
itemized food and clothing to the estimated value of $660 
plus $132 in cash. 21 · 
The United States Sanitary Commission, so active and 
successful elsewhere in the field of soldiers' aid, did 
little or nothing in Springfield. In nearby Westfield, the 
local Soldiers t Aid Society·, an auxiliary of the Sanitary 
Commission, held a ttfestivaltt on December 31, 1863, and on 
the first two days of the new year, the gross receipts from 
which amounted to $1900. 22 .Yet in Springfiel~ the Sanitary 
Commission was not popular. One Union editorial, for. 
example, criticized the manage~s of various Sanitary Fairs, 
in New York and elsewhere, for allowing uimmoral means to 
20springfield' Daily Union, March 4, 1864 .. 
2 1Ibid.~ February 11, 1865. 
22 Ibid., January 5, 1864. 
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ube used in the raising of funds for a good cause: gambling 
by billiards and horse racing, liquor selling and advertising, 
prize fighting, etc. 11 The editorial objected to these 
practices in themselves, and would have none of the argument 
23 that the end justified the means. 
Perhaps the prominent peop-le of Springfield, who were 
leaders in this field of activity, were influenced against 
the Sanitary Commission by Mrs. James T. Ames, wife of the 
ar.ms manufacturer in adjacent Chicopee. Certain it is that 
Mrs. Ames had frequent contact with these people; indeed 
she was a part of their social group. She was also president 
of the Soldiers' Aid Society of Chicopee, and she was in 
constant contact with a woman who was in a position to 
judge the performance of the Sanitary Commission, who did 
judge it and who found it wanting. Mrs. R. M. Bigelow, who 
was working in the camps and hospitals in and around Washington, 
wrote in the summer of 1863: 
The Christian Commission is a good 
institution and from what I can learn 
far surpasses the Sanitary in usefulness. 
The Sanitary Commission are too full of 
self glorification. I wish it were less 
so. They will not work with us "outsiders" 
and the Christian Commission don't hesitate 
to work hand in ~nd with any whose hearts 
are in the work. 4 
23springfie ld Daily Union, March 9, 1864. · · 
24Mrs. R. M. Bigelow to Mrs. James T. Ames, August 10, 
1863, Ames Family Papers, dispersed, see bibliographical entry. 
This·letter is one of many written by Mrs. Bigelow to Mrs. 
Ames, mostly during the year 1863. Apparently, Mrs. Bigelow 
was the receiving agent for the aid sent by the Soldiers' Aid 
Society of Chicopee to the soldiers in the Washington area. 
192 
Wh~ther Mrs. Ames accepted the judgment Which her friend 
pronounced upon the Sanitary Commission, and, if so, whether 
she communicated her conviction to her Springfield associates, 
are things which must remain unknown, but the pipeline of 
opinion surely existed. For whatever reason, the Sanitary 
Commission was inactive in Springfield. 
In the spring of 1864, a bit of humorous by-play 
developed between t_he two city newspapers in a manner 
indirectly connected with the Sanitary Commission. One 
Miss Mattie Greenwood, an English lady lecturing on the 
subject of Courtship and Marriage, attempted to hitch her 
wagon to the star of patriotism by offering to give one-half 
of the proceeds of her lecture to the Sanitary Commission, 
for the benefit of sick and wounded soldiers. This she did 
in a paid advertisement which ran in both Springfield news-
papers for a week preceding her appearance on April 28, 
1864. 25 After the lecture, the Republican noted that Miss 
Greenwood had left town without making any further statement 
as to the promised division of profits, and the paper charged 
26 
"humbug. 11 Two days later, the Union took editorial notice 
of the Republican's charge and printed a letter from 
Her letters are mainly acknowledgments of the great amount 
of food, clothing, and other materials sent her, but they 
also contain a great deal of 11 small talkn about her own 
activities and observations, in which there is imbedded 
much interesting information. 
25springfield Daily Union and Springfield Daily Republican, 
April 25, 1864. 
26
springfield Daily Republican, April 30, 1864. 
Miss Greenwood, giving a statement of her expenses and 
receipts in Springfield, showing a net loss of $22.50 
n ••• which she has not offered to divide with the Sanitary 
Commission. 11 2? 
193 
From all of the evidence relating to activity in the 
field of soldiers' aid in Springfield, there emerges a fairly 
clear picture. It is a picture of a significant contribution 
to the war effort, involving thousands of dollars and a great 
deal of work, directed and almost completely dominated by the 
local unit of the Young Men's Christian Commission. The 
bulk of this work and expense was in connection with the 
11 Soldiers' Rest, 11 almost the entire expense of which was met 
within the community. This is certainly admirable, and it is 
all the more so~hen it is recognized that, by the very nature 
of the enterprise, the rrsoldiers' Rest 11 took care of soldiers 
from any place other than Springfield and the surrounding 
communities. The local leaders of the Christian Commission 
showed themselves particularly practical, not only in their 
choice of a function--which was almost dictated by the fact 
that Springfield was an important railway junction--but also 
in their shrewd appeal to a ha~py combination of motives in 
their solicitations of support. While they undoubtedly played 
upon the theme of the duty of charity, proceeding from one's 
commitment to the Christian religion, and upon the theme of 
pure patriotism, they also used the very human love-of a good 
27springfield Daill Union, May 2, 1864. 
time, they exploited hatred of the enemy and--this is 
especially clear--they made their work very socia~ly 
fashionable. They were unquestionably successful. 
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CHAPTER IX 
THE ARMORY 
Throughout the years of the Civil War, the greatest 
contribution of Springfield to the war effort was made by an 
organization which was in the community; but not of it: the 
Springfield Armory. To be sure, the men who directed the 
Armory's operations, .and those many more who worked there, 
lived in Springfield. But the essential character of the 
organization, the precise nature of its activities and the 
major decisions concerning it were determined elsewhere than 
in Springfield. The leaders in the community had little or 
no influence upon the Armory; the managing personnel of the 
Armory did not, usually, have their roots set deeply in the 
life of the community; and the working force of the Armory 
had, of necessity, a more transient character than was the 
case with the generality of the community's citizens. 
Nevertheless, the work of the Armory, unlike any other 
activity of the community, was absolutely necessary to the 
achievement of victory. 
Lack of preparedness, in terms of an adequate supply 
of the weapons of war, even when the nation was rushing head-
long from crisis to crisis, seems to have been a character-
istic feature of American life prior to the present age. The 
period immediately preceding the Civil War shared fully in 
this characteristic condition; and while it should be noted that 
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not even a well-informed imagination would have been likely 
to give its possessor any adequate notion of the enormous 
dimensions of the struggle that was about to begin, it is 
nevertheless true that, in this period, most of the nation's 
leaders showed no glimmer of consciousness that preparedness 
should have been a matter of some concern.l 
In the matter of the supply of shoulder ar.ms, which was 
the specialty of the Springfield Armory, several important 
facts should be mentioned prior to an examination of the 
Ar.moryts war activity. 
First, it has been noted above that some 115,000 muskets 
were shipped from federal arsenals in the North to Southern 
state arsenals, in 1860, on the orders of Secretary of War 
Floyd. 2 It has been argued that this transfer applied only 
to weapons of an obsolete model, and that the transfer was 
part of a regular procedure, which had been followed for 
years by the Ordnance Bureau_for the supply of the state 
militias.3 The fact remains, however, that these old-style 
Lrhe Navy had been in a deplorable condition for many 
years prior to the war, and in the Congressional debates 
concerning its rehabilitation in the late prewar period 
there was no apparent understanding that the Navy might soon 
have more serious business than the pursuit of slavers off 
the coast of Africa. Harold and Margaret Sprout, The Rise 
of American Naval Power, 1776-1918" (Princeton: Princeton 
University Press, 1946), PP• 121 150. 
2see above, pp. 50-51. 
3A. Howard Meneely, The War Department, 1861 (New York: 
Columbia University Press, 1928), P• 149. 
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arms were the only type or which the government had any large 
supply. Of these 115,000 arms shipped to the South, and thus 
lost to the Union cause (indeed, presumably turned against 
it), over 100,000 were taken from storage in the Springfield 
Armory. 4 
Second, although the Armory had been manufacturing since 
1855 the model of shoulder arm which was to be produced in 
quantity during the war, production had been anything but 
impressive in the immediate pre-war years. Those years had 
been devoted, in large measure, to the acquisition of machinery 
suitable to the production of the 1855 model, and to the alter-
ation of old, flintlock type muskets ror the use of the 
Maynard Primer. 5 Again, it was not unusual during these 
years, or indeed even subsequently during the war years, 
for the Ar.moryts operations to be severely hindered, and in 
some cases interrupted altogether, by the failure of the 
4 See above, p. 51. 
5nReport of Operations for the Year Ending June 30, 1855. n 
Report by Superintendent James S. Whitney, July 1, 1855, 
Springfield Armory Correspondence File, states that the year 
was spent largely in experiments with·and development of a 
new style musket with a rifled barrel, designed to use 
pointed bullets rather than balls, and of machinery to 
manufacture the new rifle. Of manufacturing operations, ·the 
total consisted in the alteration, for a percussion lock, 
of a mere 4'78 muskets, model of 1842. The reports of 
manuracture for the next five years [in Ordnance Order 
26'791-165, January 3, 1908, ·springfield-Armory Correspondence 
File] are as follows: 1856, 2'721; 1857; 5031; 1858, 11,198; 
1859, 13002; 1860, 9601. But it should be noted that these 
figures refer to totals of rifles, muskets and carbines of 
all types. 
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national government to supply the necessary funds.6 
During the y.ears 1861 through 1865, the Springfield 
Armory produced 805,538 shoulder arms of all types, of which 
by far the great major~ty were standard "Springfieldn 
muskets, model of 1855. 7 These nspringfields n were not the 
most modern and efficient weapons which the Armory could 
have produced, no~, indeed, were they the best which the 
Armory did produce. But they were the standard weapon of 
the infantry, most especially in the later years of the war, 
when they became available in sufficient quantity to replace 
the great variety of nondescript weapons from foreign and 
domestic sources, some of them of types dating back to the 
American Revolution, with which the troops were hastily armed 
6Letter of Superintendent-James S. Whitney to the· 
Foremen and Employees of the U. s. Armory, Springfield, ·Mass., 
August 27, 1856, Springfield Armory Correspondence-File, 
communicates an·order from the Colonel of Ordnance, dated 
August 26, 185.6, requiring the discharge of all employees, 
"In consequence of the failure of Corigress·thus far to make 
appropriations for the support of the Army, for the present 
fiscal-year, and the uncertainty of such appropriations being 
made •••• u Also, on January 25, 1858, Superintendent Whitney 
.wrote to Col. H. K. Craig, noting that because the appropria-
tion for manufacturing rifles was lost by an omission in the 
Army-appropriations bill, indebtedness-was being incurred for 
work. Whitney therefore requested an order to go to Washington 
n ••• to aid the early passage of this bill by my personal 
efforts.n (Springfield Arrilory·correspondence File]. Even 
the wartime superintendent, Captain Alexander Dyer, had 
occasion to write to his superiors many times, throughout the 
entire course of the war, pleading for funds with which to 
meet his payrolls, which were frequently several months in 
arrears [letters to Chief of Ordnance, November 8, 1861; 
November 18, 1861; March 19, 1862; April 5, 1862; June 29, 
1862; August 21, 1862; October 13, 1862; April 20, 1863; 
October 3, 1863; October 21, 1863; June 27, 1864; letter to 
George Harrington, Assistant Secretary of the Treasury 
March 25, 1862; all referred.to in Father Peter G. Loughran~ 
"Western Massachusetts and the Arms Supply in the Civil War (unpublished master's 'thesis; Departri1ent of History, Catholic 
University of America 1958), p. 34]. 
7ordnance Order 26791-165, January 3, 1908, Springfield 
in the earlier period. 8 The rrspringf'ieldtt was, of' course, 
superior as a weapon to the smooth bores and f'lintlocks it 
replaced, yet its slow and inef'f'icient character is well 
established in Father Loughran's description of' what was 
required of' the soldier in using it: 
Reaching into his cartridge pouch, he took out a 
paper cartridge which contained the powder charge 
and the lead bullet. Holding this between his 
thumb and f'oref'inger, he tore it open with his 
teeth. Then he emptied the powder into the 
barrel [at the muzzle] and separated the bullet 
f'rom the paper package with his right hand and 
thumb and two f'ingers of' the lef't. He inserted 
the ball point up into the bore and pressed it 
down with his right thumb. He drew the ramrod 
which meant pulling it half'way out of' its ' 
sheath, steadied it, grasped it again and 
cleared it. He rammed the bullet hallway down 
the barrel, took hold of' the ramrod again, and 
drove the charge home. He then withdrew the 
ramrod and returned it to its tube, each move-
ment again in two stages. Next he primed the 
piece by raising it, half' cocking it, taking 
of'f' the old percuss ion cap, taking a f'resh one 
out of' the pouch apd pressing it down on the 
nipple. Finally he cocked the gun, aimed it 
and f'i red • 9 
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There were some 37,000 muzzle-loading weapons of' this 
type collected f'rom the f'ield of' Gettysburg after the battle, 
which provided the basis for the statistics concerning 
multiple loads. These statistics established beyond question 
the muzzle-loader's great weakness (its being capable of' 
Armory Correspondence File. An· earlier report gave the 
f'igure 925,000. U. S. Congress, Senate, The Select Committee 
on Ordnance Report on the Purchase of' Ordnance, Senate 
Report 173, 1 40th Gong., 2nd Sess., 1868 (Washington, D.C.: 
Government Printing Off'ice, 1868), PP• 106~107. 
8Meneely, The 'UlTar Department, 1861, P• 208. 
9 tt d th A S Supplv," Loughran, "Western Massachuse s an e rm " 
p. 83. 
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receiving several full cbarg~s without ever being discharged), 
which even surpassed in importance the slow and troublesome 
process of operating it properly. 10 Yet this type of 
weapon, the best available to the generality of. infantry 
troops of both sides throughout the war, and which was mass-
produced by the Springfield Armory, at enormous effort and 
expense, had long since been made obsolete by the breech-
loading and repeating arms of Sharps, Burnside and Spencer. 
The effectiveness of these .newer weapons, which were 
available to some groups of cavalry and special units of 
sharpshooters, was established fairly early in the War. 11 
Unfortunately, the Ordnance Bureau was dedicated to an 
unyielding conservatism, which thwarted all attempts to 
obtain approval for the general production of any weapons 
more modern than the n Springfield, 11 model of 1855. 12 This 
conservatism characterized both Col. H. K. Craig, who commanded 
the Bureau for some years prior to the war, and General 
Ripley, the wartime commander. So it happened that the 
spectacular manufacturing achievement of the Springfield 
Armory during the war years, absolute requisite to victory 
though it was, was quite unnecessarily reduced in its total 
10Joseph W. Shields; From Flintlock to Ml (New York: 
Coward and McCann, 195~), pp. 78-80. 
11Robert V. Bruce, Lincoln and the Tools of War 
(Indianapolis: Bobbs-Merrill, 1956), pp. 204-205. 
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effect. There can be little reason to suppose that the mass 
production of any one of those weapons, which were proved in 
battle to be superior to the standard model of 1855, would 
have presented any greater difficulties than those which 
were surmounted in the production of the standard.weapon. 
Indeed, it is tempting, albeit finally profitless, to 
speculate upon_ what might have been the effect on the total 
character of the war, had the Union infantry been as well 
supplied with Spencer rifles, as they actually were with the 
standard 11 Springfield, n as early as the Battle of Antietam. 
This surely would have been a case of bringing to bear, 
directly, the superior industrial might of the North. As it 
actually turned out, that factor made itself felt only slowly, 
. . 
while Death, qui~e willing'to wait, rejoiced daily in the 
grisly sacrifice. 
At the Armory in Springfield, however, the major problems 
were not related to the choice of a weapon, fo~ that decision 
was long since made, but ra~her were concerned w~th supplies 
of raw materials, machinery, money and personnel. And beyond 
these, of course, the chief problems of the management were 
the typical problems of industrial production: how to 
systematize the work and achieve a degree_ of efficiency within 
the limitations imposed by outside factors. 
On the eve of the war, the Armory's management was in 
the hands of a civilian superintendent, Isaac H. Wright. How 
good a superintendent he was is difficult to determine, for 
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he held his position for only ten months, from June 27, 1860 
to April 25, 1861. 13 President Buchanan had been thinking 
of the position as a political plum up to the time of Wrightts 
appointment, for Wright's predecessor, James S. wp.itney, was 
"promotedtt to Collector of tbe Port of Boston and, on that 
occasion, felt it necessary to w-rite to the President that 
the superintendency was not purely a political office, but 
one 11 ••• mainly in its duties,_ relating to the management of 
a manufacturing establi.sbment. 11 Therefore, he hoped that 
his successor, 11 ••• though a friend of the Administration ••• , 11 
would be selected with an eye to his business capacity. 14 
In any case, Isaac H. Wright was in office during the first 
frantic weeks of the war, when the Armory was engaged mainly 
in packing and shipping stored weapons, in response to the 
requisitions of g?Vernors of the various states and their 
adjutants genera1. 15 This was precisely the time when the 
command of the Ordnance Department was transferred from the 
elderly and ailing Col. H. K. Craig to Lt. Col. James W. Ripley, 
who had been the very controversial military superintendent 
l3Derwent S. Whittlesey "The Springfield Armory; A Study 
in Institutional Development?! (unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, 
Department of History, University of Chicago, 1920), p. 299. 
14James S. Whitney, Superintendent, to President James 
Buchanan, March 1, 1860, Springfield Armory Correspondence 
File. 
15 Loughran, "Western Massachusetts and the Arms Supply,u 
pp. 26-29, for notes on the correspondenc~ of Supt. I. H. 
Wright during April of 1861. 
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of the Springfield Armory from 1841 to 1854.16 
Ripley's conservatism in the matter of the choice of 
arms has already been commented upon, and properly d.eplored. 
Apart from this, however, Ripley was an able man •. He certain-
ly understood the management of the Armory, although the 
circumstances of the period of his own tenure of co-mmand there 
were very different from those of the period just begun, and 
he certainly contributed greatly to the production effort 
which was about to be made. It should be noted that the 
difficulties of putting the Armory on a wartime production 
basis were greatly augmented by the corruption, vanity and 
incompetence of Secretary of War Simon Cameron, until he was 
finally tra.nsferred to the Court of the Tsar of Russia in 
January of 1862. 17 Despite Secretary Cameron and other 
difficulties, Ripley set to work vigorously to increase 
production at Springfield. One of his first acts was to 
replace Superintendent Isaac Wright with Captain George Dwight 
on April 25, 1861. 18 Within a few weeks, he was directing 
Dwight to hire an architect and project plans for increasing 
production to the rate of 100 1 000 muskets per year. 19 .This 
16special Order #115, April 23, 1861, enclosed in letter 
of Col. J. W. Ripley to Superintendent I. H. Wright, April 24, 
1861, Springfield Armory Correspondence File. 
17Bruce, Lincoln and the Tools of War, p. 153. 
18whittlesey, '~Springfield Armory,n p. 299. 
19James Ripley, Chief of Ordnance, to Superintendent 
George Dwight of the Springfield Armory, May 15, 1861, 
Springfield Armory Correspondence File. 
task was to be accomplished by June 15, in order that plans 
and estimates might be submitted to Congress before its 
adjournment. Ripley was thus calling for an expansion of 
plant which must have required considerable imagination 
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regarding both industrial possibilities and the anticipated 
magnitude of prospective military operations. Of course, 
even this generous initial estimate was to be found deficient 
as regards the latter factor. Two weeks later, Ripley ordered 
Dwight to carry on barrel rolling and stock making operations 
at night, as well as during the day, just as soon as 
illuminating gas could be introduced into the plant. He 
authorized Dwight to purchase any machinery necessary to effect 
increased production; he directed the immediate acquisition 
of another barrel rolling machine and cautioned the Superin-
tendent to see to it that the skill necessary in the use of 
this type of machine should not be confined to foreigners.20 
This latter remark, curious if sensible, was a reference to 
the fact that the only man in the plant at that time who had 
the particular skill was an Englishman, the appropriately 
solitary William Onions, who had been imported in 1858. 21 
The working force was enlarged at the rate of about 
20James Ripley, Chief of Ordnance, to Superintendent 
George H. Dwight of the Springfield Armory, June 3, 1861, 
Springfield Armory Correspondence File. 
21
nAgreement between William Onions of Birmingham, 
England, and James Tyler Ames of Chicopee, Massachusetts, 
agent for James S. Whitney,tt May 7, 1858, Springfield Armory 
Correspondence File. 
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one hundred per month from April through December of 1861. 22 
By this means and the installation of new machines, the rate 
of' the monthly production of' muskets climbed dramatically 
during the first two years of' the war, arriving, in October 
of' 1863, at an astonishing 26,423. 23 This was the peak of' 
the effort, not subsequently matched, but production remained 
24 high for the next two years. 
This immense manufacturing achiev~ent required much 
more than a mere expansion of' plant and personnel, and it was 
22Felicia Deyrup, Arms Makers of the Connecticut Valley 
(Smith College Studies in History, XXXIII. Northampton, 
Mass., 1948), p. 198~ Also the Springfield Directory, 
1863-1864, pp. 16-17, provides the following figures showing 
the totai number of' persons employed at the Armory in the 
specified months: April, 1861--504; April, 1862--1,912; 
April, 1863--2,635. 
23Monthly manuscript reports of' successive Master Armorers, 
entitled "Arms and .A,ppendages fabricated and delivered to the 
Military store Keeper in [month and year] ~I; in ttscrap-
book, Springfield Armory, 11 Springfield Armory, Springfield, 
Mass. The substance of' these reports, referring only to the 
production of'·new rifled muskets, is as·f'ollows: January, 1860, 
through April, 1860: 800 rifled muskets, model of' 1855; May, 
1860: 600; June, 1860, through February, 1861: 800; March, 
1861: 1,200; April, 1861: 1,202; May, 1861: 2,000; June, 1861: 
3,000; July, 1861: 3,000; August, 1861: 4,002; September, 
1861: 4,100; October, 1861: 6,900; November, 1861: 7,170; 
December, 1861: 8,400; January, 1862: 10,500; February, 1862: 
~,000; March, 1862: 12,122; April, 1862: 11,016; May, 1862: 
12,700; June, 1862: 13,500; July, 1862: 15,200; August, 1862: 
15,071; September, ·1862: 16,000; October, 1862: 20,000; 
November, 1862: l8 ,200; December, 1862: 20,500 f January, 1863: 
20,500; February, 1863: 18,500; March, 1863: 16,000; April, 
1863: figures missing; May, 1863: 25j000; June, 1863: 25,000; 
July, 1863: 20,000; August, 1863: 17,000; September, 1863: 
21,000 assembled, but only 17,077 delivered, for lack of' the 
full number of' bayonets; October, 1863: 26,423; November, 1863: 
22,000. With this last entry, the record ends. 
2~eyrup, Arms Makers of' the Connecticut Valley, P• 175, 
and Whittlesey, 11 The Springf'ie!d Armory, 11 p. 302. 
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the work of many men. Yet there was one man upon whom fell 
the primary responsibility, and to whom should be given the 
largest single share of the credit. That man was Captain 
Alexander B. Dyer (later a Brevet Major General) who was 
Superintendent of the Springfield Armory from August 25, 
1861, to October 27, 1864. 25 Dyer's single-minded devotion 
to the production of more and more shoulder arms caused him 
even to reject the opportunity of promotion, when it would 
have meant his leaving the Armory in late 1862, and to 
protest, though in vain, against his appointment to the 
position of Chief of Ordnance in October, 1864.26 
One of the major problems which the Superintendency 
imposed upon Dyer was the securing of adequate supplie·s of 
high quality iron for barrels and locks, and high quality, 
properly cured, hard wood for stocks. This was no simple 
problem, most especially concerning the iron, for supplies of 
this material were, and had been for some time, imported 
from England for the Armory through the agency of James T. Ames 
of Chicopee. 27 
25whittlesey, ttThe Springfield Armory," p. 299. 
26Loughran, "Western Massachusetts and the Arms Supply," 
pp. 46, 50. This author quotes as authority u.s. Congress, 
Senate, The Select Committee on Ordnance, Report on the 
Purchase of Ordnance, Senate Report 173, 40th Gong., 2nd 
Sess., 1868 (Washington, D. C.: Government Printing Office,· 
1868), pp. 154-155 for the statements that Secretary Stanton, 
impatient with the conservatism of General James Ripley, offered 
the latterts place as Chief of Ordnance to Dyer in late 1862, 
and subsequently forced it upon him. 
27of Ames' agency for the n. s. Government, and more 
particularly for the Springfield Armory, there can be no doubt, 
for the fact is amply attested by the correspondence between 
several Armory Superintendents (mainly Dyer) and the various 
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Loughran makes it clear that Dyer was very much aware of 
the strategic disadvantage of the Armory's being dependent on 
foreign suppliers of iron, 28 and that this problem was over-
come by midsummer of 1863 when the New York firm of Cooper and 
Hewitt was finally able to supply adequate amounts of high 
quality iron. In the meantime, however, Dyer's chief trouble 
in this connection arose from domestic manufacturers of low 
quality iron, who, in the attempt to sell their wares to the 
government, put immense pressure on Dyer and his superiors, 
successive Chiefs of Ordnance (mainly Ripley) which is quoted 
in detail by Loughran, nwestern Massachusetts and the Arms 
Supplyn, pp. 38-39. Further evidence is supplied, however, by 
James T. Ames's Diary for 1858, Ames Family Papers,[see -
bibliography]. This is the manuscript record of Ames t s c-!rossing 
the Atlantic in January, 1858, in the ship Baltic, and of his journeying and business in England until April. Mainly it is 
a record of expenses incurred, but it does indicate that some, 
at least, of his dealings with English companies at this time 
were in his capacity as agent. Further, the-Springfield 
Armory Correspondence File contains a letter, dated January 1, 
1858,- from Superintendent James Whitney to James T • Ames of 
Chicopee, authorizing the latter "to visit English Armories 
to procure machinery for rolling barrels. Also to procure a 
mechanic to run the machines, if- necessary. n Doubtless the 
English mechanic, William Onions, referred to previously, was 
the one who came to the Armory as a result of this latter 
request. Moreover, the present writer obtained from the late 
Miss Eleanor Ames Hale, maternal granddaughter of James T. 
Ames, the statement that it was a matter of ttcertain know-
ledgeu in her family that her grandfather exercised this 
agency in the Jate prewar years and in the early years of 
the Civil War. 
28That General Ripley, Chief of Ordnance, was aware of 
the problems involved in dependence upon foreign supplies is 
attested by the following letter: 11 I desire Ji"OU to take 
measures, at once, to lay in a stock of files, steel, and 
all other articles for which we usually depend on importations 
from abroad, sufficient for a two years' supply for the 
operation of the Armory, quietly, and without saying anything 
about it." General J. W. Ripley to Major A. B. Dyer, December 23, 
1861, Springfield Armory Correspondence File. The date of 
all the way up to the Secretary of War, and who were not 
reluctant to impute dishonesty to Dyer and Ames.29 
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More immediately relevant to the community of Springfield 
was a whole host of problems relating to the internal discipline 
of the Armory working force. This is a problem which was 
then, and is . now, common to all large industrial enterprises. 
But it was a problem, in the Civil War period of the Armory, 
which had certain aspects which are not common today. In 
general, of course, the objectives of those responsible for 
the management of personnel were the same as those to be 
found today: to find an adequate supply of trained, or 
trainable, persons to perform the various tasks; to be success-
ful in requiring regular, uninterrupted attendance at work, 
and in requiring the workers to subordinate their physical 
and emotional individualities to the steady, unremitting 
application of effort to the tasks at hand. The "different 
aspectsn of the problem, mentioned above, arose from the 
facts that industry, in general, was still fairly young in 
America, and that the workers of the Armory were drawn rather 
heavily fro.m a segment of the local population that was new 
and particularly difficult to subject to discipline. 
Furthermore, in Springfield the Civil War created so 
many job opportunities that there was, in_fact, a labor short-
age. To take advantage of this situation, there came to 
General Ripley's letter coincides neatly with the attainment 
of the very nadir in the deterioration of Anglo-American 
relations which-accompanied the "Trent Affair.'' 
29Loughran, "Western Mas~achusetts and the Arms Supply, n 
PP• 37-40. 
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Springfield a large number of immigrants, principally Irish, 
some estimate of whose numbers in the city is to be found 
above. 30 These people came from an environment that was 
predominantly rural and in which the conditions of living 
were such that they tended to identify all constituted secular 
authority with a hated alien people. From such circumstances, 
they brought with them to America a habit of lawlessness 
which caused them to be particularly restless me~bers of a 
conservative New England urban community and of a growing 
industrial enterprise. 31 
The internal regulation of the conduct of employees at 
the Armory certainly presented -great difficulties which were 
made manifest in the repeated issues of Armory Orders during 
the war years. Again and again, these numbered and dated 
Orders stated, in typical military fashion, that ttsmoking, n 
11 loitering in privvies,n ttreading of newspapers," "being 
late for workn and "quitting before the assigned timen ttwill 
cease immediately ."32 But the constant flow of these Orders 
30 . See above, p. 2, n. 1. 
31Beginning in mid-1862, the Springfield Daily Republican 
began to report frequently on actions taien in the local 
police court, as did the Springfield Daily Union, from the 
beginning of its existence in January of 1864. · Crimes of 
violence and those. associated with drunkenness, attributed 
almost exclusively to persons bearing Irish names, were 
reported in the Union almost daily in 1864. Also Katherine H. 
Leonard, Clara Temple Leonard, 1828-1904 {Springfield, 
Massachusetts: Loring-Axtell Co., 1908), pp. 103-104. 
32see Armory Orders, numbers 4, 30, 37, 52, 64, 69, 101, 
103, 113 1 115 and 119, covering a period from September 9, 
1861 to October 31, 1866. Springfield Armory, Springfield, 
Mass. 
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indicates that the practices complained of did not cease but 
. , 
continued to plague the administrative officials until well 
into the postwar period. Associated with this general class 
of complaints was that which, again in a.series of Armory 
Orders, related to defective workmanship. Here, repeatedly, 
were statements that workmen who produced defective work, and 
'inspectors who passed it,. would be subject to loss of pay, 
and even to dismissa1.33 Again, the reiterated warnings would 
seem to indicate that the practices complained of were of 
fairly frequent occurrence. Available records do not show 
how often penalties were imposed, or how severe were those 
penalties. Several specific records are extant, however; 
orders signed by Major T. T. S. Laidley (successor to A. B. 
Dyer as Commanding Officer) gave notice of the ndischarge 
from employment at.A:rmorytt of James Callahan, John McElroy 
and Oliver Belcher. These three men were charged with ttcarry-
ing cotton waste to the privvies, in violation of orders.n34 
Several months later, another order announced the discharge 
of A. A. Warner, n ••• for.attempting to bribe the inspector 
to pass condemned work •••• n35 
33Armory Orders, numbers 9, 11, 20, 44, 46, 61 and 84, 
covering the period from November 11, 1861, to February 15, 
1865. Springfield Armory, Springfield, Mass. 
34A:rmory Orders, numbers 81 and 82, December 8 and 9, 
1864. Springfield Armory, Springfield, Mass. 
35Armory Order, number 84, February 15, 1865. Springfield 
Armory, Springfield, Mass. 
211 
It may be worthy of note that these three Orders just 
referred to, the only ones of this kind in the entire series, 
were issued very late in the war period. While it cannot be 
supposed that Superintendent Laidley was possessed of such 
foresight as to know, with certainty late in 1864 and early 
in 1865, that the pressure for production at the Armory would 
soon be decreased, yet it was true that, by this time, all 
the major obstacles to the maintaining of a high level. of 
production had been overcome. Consequently, the timing of 
these disciplinary orders suggests that the Superintendent 
was allowing himself the luxury of a rigorous enforcement of 
the rules such as his predecessor could not have afforded. 
In conclusion, it. should be reiterated that during the 
Civil War the Springfield Armory, in the community if not 
exactly of it, performed its vital role of manu.f'a'cturing with 
spectacular success. Its employees, of course, whatever were 
the places from which they came or to which they subsequently 
went, were residents of Springfield at this time. 
Closely related topically to the industrial activity of 
the Armory was the manufacture of weapons of various kinds 
carried on by private producers in the Springfield area. The 
number of these private producers was large, and they varied 
greatly in size and importan~e, ranging all the way from one-
or two-man "job shops" to large companies like Smith and 
Wesson, pistol manufacturers, and the Ames Manufacturing 
Company in nearby Chicopee. This latter company was by far 
. 
the most important of the private enterprises, at the same 
time that it is the only one concerning which there is, 
happily, a sufficient amount of detailed information.36 
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When the Ames Manufacturing Company was founded by 
Nathan P. Ames and his younger brother James in 1832, Chicopee 
was a part of the geographically large town of Springfield. 
Within twenty years, Chicopee attained separate status as a 
town, and Springfield became a city; but the close economic 
and social relationships which had previously obtained 
remained steady and, indeed, have. grown up to the present 
time. During the Civil War the separation between Springfield 
and Chicopee was_merely an official, political one, and the 
activities of the Ames Company, at that time, are properly 
part of Springfield's history. 
The Ames Manufacturing Company, which experienced some 
hard times in the first years of its existence, was firmly 
grounded by 1847. In that year the company paid its stock-
holders the first of the twenty-eight handsome dividends which 
36All of the soUrce material which for.ms the basis for 
this section of this work, as well as for most of the refer-
ences found elsewhere in this work to James T. Ames and the 
Ames Manufacturing Company, were made available to the author 
by the late Miss Eleanor Ames Hale of Chicopee, Mass. Miss 
Hale, a granddaughter of James T. Ames, was in possession of 
the old family home, called The Ames Family Museum, and of 
an enormous mass of unselected and uncatalogued documentary 
material. From this material the author has been able to 
use several hundred documents. Upon Miss Hale t s death in 
late 1959, the property was sold and the papers dispersed. 
See bibliographical note, p.231. References to these papers 
are hereinafter made as to the Ames Family Papers. 
it was to pay in the remaining twenty-eight years of its 
existence, this first one being at the rate of 20~. 37 In 
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this same year, also, Nathan Peabody Ames died of an infection 
contracted while traveling in Europe, and the younger brother, 
James Tyler Ames, succeeded to the presidency of the company.38 
Whatever the Ames Company would have been and done under 
the direction of its founder, had he lived to supervise its 
operations during the Civil War, it is certain that, with the 
leadership it did have in the person of James T. Ames, it 
37 
Following is the total history of the dividend payments 
of the Ames Manufacturing Company. Note that in the less-
than-a-year period from December, 1862, to November, 1863, 
the ~otal payment amounted to 42%: 
1. January 15, 1847 
2. February 1, 1848 
3. February 1, 1849 
4. February 11, 1850 
5. January 6, 1851 
6. February 1~ 1852 
7. January 19, 1853 
8. January 18; 1854 
9. January 22, 1855 
10. January 16, 1856 
11. January 1, 1859 
12. December 28, 1859 
13. January 1, 1861 
14. December 26, 1861 
Ames Family Papers. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 
22~ 
23. 
24. 
25~ 
26. 
27. 
28. 
· June 4, 1862 
December 24, 1862 
June 24, 1863 
November 5~ 1863 
February 1, 1864 
January 7, · 1865 
January 10, 1866 
September 3, 1866 
January 2, 1867 
January 1, · 1868 
Janu~ry 20, 1869 
April 24, 18'71 
June 24, 1874 
January 18, 1875 
12% 
20% 
12% 
12% 
20% 
25% 
25% 
10% 
25% 
8~ 6% 
5% 
5% 
5% 
3Snictionary of American Biography, I, 248. A tradition, 
long cherished in the Ames Family, ascribed the death of the 
elder Ames to an infection deliberately introduced into his 
mouth by a Parisian dentist, who was the agent of a plot 
hatched by Ames' foreign competitors. Statement by Eleanor 
Ames Hale, personal interview. 
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made a very important contribution indeed to the total arms 
product of the Springfield area. Ames worked in close contact 
with the Army Ordnance Department and with the individual 
federal and state armories for some years before the war, as 
well as with the corresponding departments of several European 
governments, mainly that of the United Kingdom. 39 
On the occasion of the John Brown raid on Harpers Ferry, 
the rumor that some of Brown's weapons were supplied by nThe 
Chicopee Arms Companyn quite naturally inclined Southern-
sympathizing federal employees to harbor ill will toward the 
Ames Company. The following letter, written by Calvin Brown, 
high ranking official at the Gosport Navy Yard, to James T. 
Ames on November 30, 1859, is here quoted in full to 
substantiate this last statement, and to give some idea of 
the importance of the Ames Company in the manufacturing of 
special heavy equipment: 
39This is established by the voluminous correspondence 
between James T. Ames and Lieutenant Caleb Ruse, U. s. Army. 
Ruse, writing from various European cities in 1858 and 1859, 
gave the details of negotiations which he had carried on 
with the European governments in Ames' behalf. His letters 
also included the statements of his expenses, for reimburse-
ment by Ames. Obviously, he was the agent of the Ames 
Company and was not on active duty with the U. S. Army at 
this time. The Huse family was related by marriage to the 
Ameses. Useful here also is a letter from the Superintendent 
of the Armory at Enfield, England, to James T. Ames, 
February 18, 1858, in which the former stated that he had just received authorization from the War Office to allow 
Ames to inspect the Armory and nto take drawings at will." 
The letter included many expressions of gratitude for Ames' 
previous services to him. Ames Family Papers. 
My Dear Sir--
Gosport Navy Yard 
Nov. 30, 1859 
Yours of the 21st was duly received and 
I take the earliest occasion upon which I · 
can find anything to say to send you a few 
lines. 
The requisition for the Iron Crane made 
some time ago seems to have given our friends 
in the Navy Agent's Office a good deal of 
excitement which in Norfolk especially are 
[sic] nearly at a high water mark. We 
Northerners are regarded with a good deal of 
suspicion as if we were all brothers, 
cousins, etc. of Ossawotamie [sic] Brown, 
and are-ready at any moment to take the 
State of Virginia by storm and set it down 
somewhere to the east of Massachusetts and 
annex it. They think they have come to the 
conclusion to eat, drink, wear and use 
nothing that comes from the North, and some 
of the poor clerks in.the Agent's Office 
sharing in this g~neral terror of that 
region and the terrible threat to have 
nothing mope to do with it concluded to 
get tba t crane n somewhere else • n There 
was a-considerable squirming about it. 
The head or purchasing clerk came to me 
ndarkly and mysteriously" to say "there 
was great excitement about town about their 
getting things at the North etc. and that 
it was understood the Chicopee Arms Co. 
had furnished John Brown with them pikesn 
etc., etc., to all of which I listened with 
grave attention of course, and recommended 
him to get the crane wherever he chose. He 
wanted to get my drawings of the machine to 
send to Mr. Anderson of Richmond and get 
his offer for furnishing it. I declined, 
saying nthat was my personal property, 
etc." and he left me probably in a worse 
quand.a.ry than he arrived in, and so the 
matter stood for several days and nights 
attended no doubt with alarming apprehen-
sions and fearful dreams. Monday evening 
he again called at my hotel, gave me the 
requisition to either give it to Peters 
and Reed or do as I pleased with it. I 
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handed it to them and no doubt by this 
time it is with you and perhaps Norfolk 
and the State of Virginia may be considered 
relieved from any momentary danger of 
falling into the hands of the bloody state 
of Massachusetts by this trifling evasion 
of responsibility. 
Without joking the excitement here is 
very great--less in Portsmouth, though, 
than in Norfolk~ Several Northern people, 
finding it hard, I suppose, to restrain 
their feelings and opinions in the defense 
of' their own section which is continually 
attacked, have been obliged to leave the 
place, and I fear others may be forced to 
follow. 
Dec. lat. I had written the above 
when I was interrupted by one of' the Navy 
Agentts clerks who called on me in regard 
to the Crane requisition. Today I have 
been to Norfolk to see the Agent himself'--
he says that by the orders (general, of 
course) from the Department he is obliged 
to price all required articles by at least 
two bidders, and for the Crane he wishes to 
conform with these instructions. The 
requisition has been withdrawn from P[eters] 
and R[eed] and he has put it into my ~ands. 
Now I wish to shield the Agency from all 
responsibility in its·relations to the · 
Department, at the same time neither Mr. 
Loyall nor myself care a fig about the 
clamors of' the public in regard to making 
purchases of' any kind anywhere: he is 
determined to make them where they can be 
best made.--Therefore he says ttprocure 
the crane as you please getting two or 
three offers.Tt 
Will you therefore give me your bid 
for the crane, and the name of some other 
party in New York to whom I can write f'or 
a bid. The bottom plate will not be needed 
as we already have had one cast and fitted 
to the masonry of' the pit where it is to be 
placed. The crane is to be delivered by 
March lst next. 
I shall probably write to Anderson of 
Richmond for an offer, but it is not likely 
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that he can build the crane, or at most 
get up patterns for only one. Write by 
return mail and oblige 
Yours truly, 
Calvin Brown40 
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Two weeks later, Captain W. Maynadier, the ranking mili-
tary officer at the Harpers Ferry, indicated in a letter to 
Ames that he, at least, as well as responsible officials of 
the State of Virginia, was not overly concerned about the 
origin of 11 them pikes." This letter also enlarges our 
understanding of the amount of work that was being done oy 
the Ames Manufacturing Company for the Ordnance Department, 
since it referred to the receiving of Ames' bill for 
$14,714.70, and stated that the process of making payment 
had been begun. Captain Maynadier continued that Virginia 
was considering reviving her former armory at Richmond, 
that the State had the room and the power but no machinery 
or fixtures, and that he had been asked by Captain Charles 
Dienmouk, the commander of the Virginia State Guard, for an 
estimate of the cost of reconstituting an establishment which 
would be capable of turning out 5,000 muskets per year, plus 
some side arms. Maynadier said that he had estimated the 
expense at $220,000 and had recommended Ames as the man from 
whom the material could be obtained and as being thoroughly 
reliable. 41 
40calvin Brown to James T. Ames, November 30, 1859, Ames 
Family Papers. 
4lcaptain W. Maynadier to James T. Ames, Washington, 
December 16, 1859, Ames Family Papers. 
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Again, two weeks later, another letter shows the scope 
of Ames' activity and may show a bit of what would today be 
considered corruption in official circles. This letter 
from Alfred M. Barbour, the Superintendent of the Harpers 
Ferry Armory, to James T. Ames is quoted here in full: 
Confidential 
My Dear Sir, 
I am just from Richmond--The Legis-
lature will pass a bill (it is already 
unanimously reported) appropriating 
$90,000 for purchase of cavalry arms 
(pistols Sabres and possibly a few 
carbines) and some cannon and ammunition. 
There will be much competition for the 
sales to the State. It strikes me you 
could furni.sh the whole bill. Now I am 
under no obligation of time or agencYt to 
the State--Hence I am free to 11 go in 1 --I 
could bring more influence than any other 
man in the State to effect the Sales--
And with my knowledge of you and your 
works, I could honestly press your Claims--
A real good thing can be made of this. If 
you like the idea you had better see me as 
soon as you can--Paper can't arrange this. 
Say nothing but come here or to Washington 
and telegraph me. This confidential 
strictly. 
Your friend 
Alfred M. Barbour. 42 
Another contact, most probably in this same connection, 
may be noted in the form of a letter to Ames from Captain w. 
42Alfred M. Barbour to James T. Ames, December 29, 1859, 
Ames Family Papers. Another document, in the form of an 
invoice, also in same collection, shows that Ames obtain~d the 
contract and supplied the material to the State of Virginia. 
No evidence is available to indicate to what extent, if any, 
Mr. Barbour participated in the rewards of this "real good 
thing.n 
Maynadier shortly thereafter: 
Washington, Feb. 21st, 1860 
•••• There is a commission here from Virginia, 
appointed to buy arms and machinery for 
making arms for the State. I have had 
conversations with them, and have given them 
a letter to you. I think they will want 
sabres, swords, and machinery--They may also 
want to see and learn something about rifled 
cannon. There is much information which you 
can give them which will be useful to them. 
They will come to you well disposed to get 
arms and machinery, as well as information 
from you. 4 3 
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Very significant is the time when this expansion in arms 
manufacturing was being made in Vi~ginia. It seems to 
indicate either an incredible blindness as to the meaning of 
Virginia's purchases, or a criminal indifference. There is 
no basis, however, for suspecting Ames of participation in a 
deliberate conspiracy. But can there be any doubt that the 
State of Virginia and its officials understood that the only 
enemy against whom these new weapons might be turned was the 
Federal Government? It may be answered that other states 
were engaged in the same enterprise; but this only strengthens 
the indictment. Some other Southern states were embracing 
the same commitment to treasonable violence as was Virginia. 
The Northern states, however, could have been anticipating 
only the need to use arms in the service of the Federal 
Government, since they were sure of being shortly in complete 
control of it. 
43captain W. Maynadier to James T. Ames, February 21, 
1860, Ames Family Papers. 
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Further evidence of the importance of James T. Ames and 
his establishment to the head of the Gosport Navy Yard, 
Calvin Brown, is provided in a letter of February 22, 1860. 
Brown states that government funds for the Navy Yard have 
been almost completely expended. "I haventt a dozen hands 
at work, and their discharge will occur in a few days,--
perhaps then I may conclude to discharge the engineer 
himself-." He proposed a meeting with Ames in New York in 
about two weeks, " ••• to see what we can do •••• Some engineering 
will be required in Washington, I am thinking, in order to 
start our Unclets purse again. 1144 It may have been in 
connection with this assault upon the penuriousness of the 
Congress proposed by Mr. Brown that James T. Ames found 
occasion, in a letter to his wife, to wax humorous thus: 
Washington, Sunday 
Dear Ellen 
This is such a great and magnificent 
place that it is und.ignified to do anything, 
even the most unimportant, without great 
consideration. Tberefore, I am to be kept 
here an indefinite time or- leave without 
good results of my journey •.•• This is a 
great place, especially for the cultivation 
of the virtue of patience.45 
44calvin Brown to James T. Ames~ February 22, 1860, Ames 
Family Papers. 
45James T. Ames to Mrs. James T. Ames, no date, Ames 
Family Papers. 
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When the Civil War began, the Ames Manufacturing Company, 
for all its vigor and activity, was yet a small operation with 
only 200 employees. 46 Plant and facilities began to expand 
immediately, and the number of employees began to grow and 
continued to do so, despite competition for workers from 
other companies and from the military service. At the end 
of the war, the company was employing 1,000 persons.47 In 
the intervening years, the Ames Company became one of the 
nation's largest private suppliers of artillery, artillery 
ammunition, and swords of all kinds. The total number of 
cannon of all types, mainly mountain howitzers, which ,. -
:Anre.$ -m$-de f'~r- the· _fed-eral: g<avel'"nrilent. alone was 435. 48 Indeed, 
the co.mpany was turning out seven cannon per week by June of 
1861.49 In the manufacture of swords, the Ames Co.mpany was 
the country's largest operator •. It had been producing swords 
for years prior to the war, a great many of them being purely 
decorative in character, and the rest of them mainly cavalry 
sabres. 5° In the Civil War period, a sword was properly a 
46nonald A. MacDougall, nThe Federal Ordnance Bureau, 
1861-186511 (unpublished Ph.]). dissertation, University of 
California, 1951), p. 46. 
47vera Shlakman, Economic History- of a Factory- Town; a 
Study of Chicopee, Massachusetts (Smith College Studies in 
History, XXI, Northampton, Massachusetts, 1935), p. 157. 
48Loughran, ttwestern Massachusetts and the Arms Supply, n 
p. 58. 
49springfield Daily Republican, June 22, 1861. 
50 At the Ames Fami;Ly Museum in Chicopee, Mass., there was, 
until the breaking up of the establishment in November, 1959, 
an impressive collection of these weapons, both the business-
like and orn~ental varieties. Some of the latter type dis-
played superb workmanship and by reason of the materials 
alonet had great intrinsic vaiue. The present writer examined 
them ~n detail. 
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part of every officer's uniform and was valued for its beauty 
rather than for its effectiveness as a weapon. An officer of 
importance was very often the recipient of a 11 presentation11 
sword, and the Ames Company made many beautiful weapons in 
response to special orders in this connection. In addition, 
James T. Ames himself, made some presentations of swords to 
high ranking officers.51 
In early November, 1863, Ames was able to write to Colonel 
P. V. Hagnier of the Ordnance Bureau, 11 ••.• we are now turning 
out 250 sabres each working day and intend to continue and 
probably to increase a little after a few days •••• 11 52 
According to Loughran, the Ames Company produced nearly 150,000 
swords of all kinds for the Federal Government, n ••• plus the 
51Following is a letter from the pocket of James T. Ames 1 
Diary for .1862: 
Tuesday 21st 
My dear Sir 
I received this morning the very handsome 
sword that you were so kind as to send to me, and 
beg you to accept my warmest thanks for it and 
that you were good enough to send me some time since. 
I think the one you have just sent me is the 
handsomest & best specimen of a General Officer's 
sword I have· ever seen. I will be very.glad to 
wear it during the approaching campaign. · 
I am truly your friend, 
Geo. B. McClellan. 
Maj. Gen. 
Ames Family Papers. A study of the calendar for the year 
1862 shows that the date "Tuesday 21st" occurred only in the 
months of January and October. Since it seems quite probable 
that General McClellan was thinking about an napproaching 
campaign" a whole month after Antietam, as well as several 
months before the beginning of the Peninsula Campaign, it 
is not possible, from the internal evidence of this letter, 
to assign it a definite dat~. 
52 James T. Ames te Col. P. V. Hagnier, November 3, 1863, 
Ames Family Papers. 
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11 tens of' thousands more sold to the states whose particular 
inexperience in equipping soldiers [caused them to place] ••• 
these items high on the list of' supplies." 53 The swords, 
sabres and bayonets sold by the Ames Manufacturing Company 
to the Federal Ordnance Bureau alone had an estimated value 
very close to a million dollars. 54 
Other manufacturers of' small arms, as Well as jobbers 
who took work f'or the Armory and the Ames Company, abounded 
in the Springfield area. 55 
· Yet another important enterprise in Springf'ie ld was the 
Wason Manufacturing Company, a producer of railroad cars 
bef'ore, during and af'ter the war. This company, accustomed 
to the handling of very heavy equipment, was well suited to 
the manufacture of heavy gun carriages~ As early as May of 
1861, Daniel L. Harris, president of the Connecticut Valley 
Railway Company and Mayor of Springfield in 1860, was directing 
Colonel Ripley's attention to· the Wason Company, thus: 
53Loughran, "Western Massachusetts and the Arms Supply," 
p. 61. 
54 . Ibid . , p • 62 • 
55Among these smaller enterprises were the Massachusetts 
Arms Company of' Chicopee Falls, which manufactured breech-
loading rifles for sale to the states [Springfield Daily 
Republican, June 1, 1861] , James Warner r s Springf'ie ld Arms 
Company, a manufacturer of' breech~loading revolvers and 
carbines [Robert Edward Gardner, Five Centuries of Gunsmiths, 
Swordsmiths·and Armourers, 1400-1900 (Columbus, Ohio: 
Walter Heer, 1948), pp. 86-8'7], Morris and Clements of 
Springfield, makers of the Remington carbine [A .. Merwyn Carey, 
American Firearms Makers (New York: Thomas Y. Crowell, 1953), 
p. 85] and Smith and Wesson, manufacturers of what was, then 
as now, a decidedly popular breech-loading revolver of small 
caliber [Deyrup, Arms Makers of the Connecticut Valley, 
p. 184. J • 
I learn today that Mr. Ames o~ Chicopee has an 
order ~or a large number o~ c·annon ~or govern-
ment [si~ and it occurs to me that you might 
possibly like to have carriages manu~actured 
here to go with them. I take the liberty of 
suggesting whether Wasons [sic] car shop here 
is not ,just the place to· get that work well 
and expeditiously done •••• 56 
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Whatever was the ~ate of this particular order for gun 
carriages, the Wason Manufacturing Company did make something 
in excess o~ 800 gun carriages for the Ordnance Bureau during 
-.,.; . . 
the war.57 Most probably, however, a far greater contribution 
to the Union cause was made by the Wason Company in its own 
proper ~ield of the manufacture of railroad cars. 
Altogether, it is clear that the Springfield area, in 
its various industrial enterprises, performed a very great 
service to the cause of victory. When, over the course of 
the years of struggle, the economic superiority of the North 
was ~inally brought to bear upon the military issue, victory 
was achieved. There can be no doubt that the Springfield 
Armory, the Ames Manufacturing Company and a host o~ lesser 
local enterprises played a very important part in the 
creation of that economic superiority. 
56naniel L~ Harris to Col. James W. Ripley, Chie~ of 
Ordnance, May 7, 1861. Harris Family·Papers, Connecticut 
Valley Historical Museum, Springfield, Massachusetts. 
51-JLoughran, "Western Massachusetts and the Arms Supply." 
p. 60, n. 29, quotes as authority: "Contracts mad~ by the 
Ordnance Department ~or Purchases of Heavy Guns and Field 
Artillery, Gun Carriages and Implements, Artillery Harness · 
and other·ordnance Stores to be used with heaVy guns and field 
artillery, Projectiles, Small Arms and Powder, 1861-1867, 
Ordnance Department, 'MSS, Old Army Records" (National 
Archives, Washington, b.C.), p. 6. 
CHAPrER X 
CONCLUSION 
The war ended, and Springfield was relieved and jubilant. 
Indeed, the war news of. the first days of April, 1865, gave 
such assurance of victory that the community began to cele-
brate before General Lee's surrender. On April 7th, the 
city was in a festive mood all day: 
The enthusiasm with which everybody was inspired found 
••• sensible utterance in·a grand mass meeting at the 
City Hall in the evening.· ·Although the notice was 
short the hall was crowded, and it has not echoed to 
such applause--such hearty and loud hurrahs.:.-for many 
a day. Mayor Briggs presided and did the honors most 
gracefully. In a pertinent, pithy and pat·riotic 
speech he nopened the balltt and called for nAmerican 
which waa·responded to bY the Union glee club and the 
aildience ••.• At its close, Mr. Briggs resumed his re-
marks, and meanwhile the· tattered colors of· the lOth 
regiment were brought upon the stage amid loud cheer-
ing ••• ~The mayor called for three cheers for the eman-
cipation proclamation and three more for its· author, 
and thew were all given with much heartiness. Gov. 
Trask ••• protested against any compromise peace; he 
would have the government dictate a peace, but let it 
be a fair·and honorable one. The John Brown song was 
next sung, the audience joining in the chorus. The 
verse "We' 11 hang Jeff Davis to a sour apple tree 11 
was applauded to the echo. . 
· ·The resolutions of the meeting, presented by 
H. s. Noyes, were pat to the occasion, and their 
reading was loudly cheered, especially when allusion 
was made to Grant, Sherman and· Sheridan. uHow do 
you like it as far as you 1 ve got JeffersOn D.?" was 
the question next asked by the glee club~ ·and answered 
by the audience with roars of laughter •.•• While the 
glee club were singing Viva l'America, a dangling 
effigy of Jeff Davis was brought in amid jeers and 
shouts. Stephen c.·Bemis [former Democratic mayo~ 
was next called out ~ .• [and J made one of his most 
characteristic speeches •••• He alluded to the una-
nimity with which different parties had joined hands 
to carry on the war, and reaffirmed his independence 
of party in his desire to save the Union. He cared 
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not what a·man 1 s politics were--whether he was a 
republican, democrat, abolitionist or spiritualist--
so long as he was earnest for this one thing. Mr. 
Bemis' remarks were frequently interrupted by ap-
plause. ·· · · 
He was followed by Charles R. Ladd, who had 
been frequently called for, and who·made the last 
and longest speech of the meeting •••• Mr. Laddt s 
speech was at once argumentative and eloquent, and 
was received with marked satisfaction. Another song 
was sung, and the great meeting broke up with tre-
mendous cheers f'or the Union, 'the army, navy,· and 
"Abraham Lincoln, the trusted, tried and true .n A 
noticeable thing was the applause with which every 
allusion to Lincoln's name was greeted. Not even 
Grant, Sh~rman and Sheridan were cheered more 
heartily. 
On Monday, April lOth, the great news arrived: 
Citizens of Springfield were arou•sed from 
their slumbers at an early hour this morning, ·by 
tb,e ringing of bells and the firing of cannon, 
in honor of General Leets surrender. By seven 
o'clock the buildings on both sides of Main 
Street were literally-covered with American flags~ 
At 12 o'clock; m~, the bells were rung again, 
and a salute of two hundred guns fired on Armory 
Square,·in accordance with the order of Secretary 
Stanton.2 
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Earlier that day, the Springfield Republican carried an 
editorial which had evidently been written some hours before 
the news of the surrender had· arrived: 
The days of darkness· and doubt are over; 
the days of gladness and victory have come. 
We accept this grand offering of our victorious 
army with full hearts, and thank God that in 
the days of our republic t s ·sorest trial, 'He 
raised up such brave and worthy defenders. It 
has not been a priceless victory. There are 
vacant chairs and sad hearts everywhere, but 
the victory and the joy are for all •. We hon~r 
lspringfield Daily Republican, April 8, 1865. 
2springfield Daily Union, April 10, 1865. 
the living heroes; we more than honor 
our fallen braves. They have vindicated 
our nationality, and have ·secured an 
honorable and righteous peace for their· 
country.3 
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When the Governor of Massac~usetts proclaimed that Friday, 
April 14th, should be a Fast Day, the Republican reflected 
the community's two minds on the matter: 
It [tomorrow] is Fast Day by proclamation 
of the -governor. It is a day of joy and 
thanksgiving by -the impulse of every 
patriotic heart •••• Cantt we compromise? 
Fast a little, feast some and exult and 
give thanks through a11.4 
Into this atmosphere of rejoicing fell the blow of the 
- . 
assassination of the President. The news was reported on 
April 15th by both newspapers, the Republican by a late 
afternoon ttextra 11 containing only telegraphic dispatches. 5 
The Union, always a better antagonist than friend, mourned 
the death of Lincoln briefly, and then looked ahead: 
The thought that the vast interests of the 
government must now be committed into the 
hands of a Southern man, belonging in a 
State out of the Union; a man who has dis-
graced the second office in the gift of the 
people-by disgusting inebriety, of rash and 
headstrong impulses, adds greatly-to the 
heaviness of the national sorrow •••• The con-
trast between honest~ simple-hearted Abraham 
Lincoln, and drunken, scheming Andrew Johnson 
will appear, only too soon.6 
The rest of the community was more concerned, however, 
3springfield Daily Republican, April 10, 1865. 
4---- -Ibid., April 13, 1865. 
5Ibid. , 11 Extra, tt April 1~, 1865. 
6
springfield Daily Union, April 15, 1865. 
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with mourning the loss of one President than with anticipat-
ing the villainies of another. On April 19th, the day of 
Abraham Lincolnts funeral, all business places were closed. 
The city was draped in black, especially along Main Street, 
and services were held at noon in all of the churches. 
Later, an official observance was held at City Hall, with 
Mayor Briggs presidin~, and with Dr. Josiah G. Holland 
delivering the eulogy.7 
In an atmosphere of rejoicing and sorrow, Springfield, 
at the end of the war, was confronted with a number of im-
portant problems. It was an industrial community whose 
economic life had been immensely stimulated by the demands 
of the war. These demands ·were abruptly terminated, and 
economic motivation changed its character in Springfield as 
in other communities. The reconversion of industry involved 
the community in the problems of unemployment, and at exactly 
the time when over two thousand young men were returning 
from military service. 
In other ways, also, than the purely economic, the re-
turn to peace presented the problem of assimilating a very 
large increase in the population; and this problem was ag-
. . 
gravated by the fact that a substantial part of the increase 
was composed of persons who were of foreign origin. 
There are, to be sure, two other problems, closely 
related, which may be co~side~ed as developing naturally 
7springfield Daily Union, April 20, 1865. 
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from issues connected with the war. These were Springfield's 
attitude ~oward and part in the post-war reconstruction of 
the South, and the communityts reaction to the triumph of 
radicalism in the Republican party. But these are large 
problems in themselves, and an adequate treatment of them 
would require a detailed study or some fifteen more years of 
the community's history. 
The community of Springfield had moved slowly from an 
initial mild disapproval of slavery to a conviction that the 
institution and its ramifications were the vital political 
issue of the age. Since it was one of the important centers 
of Massachusetts, Springfield's movement to that conviction 
is significant. Additional significance lay in the intellec-
tual leadership exercised in Springfield and throughout the 
state by Samuel Bowles. Bowles played a large part in the 
creation of the Republican party in Massachusetts, and he 
did so in order that the party might serve as the vehicle 
of a very special attitude toward the legal and political 
position of slavery. 
When this controversy and the associated issues had 
carried the nation to war, Springfield did its ful~, propor-
tionate share in providing soldiers and moral support for the 
Union cause. On this latter point, again, special signifi-
cance attaches to the work of Samuel Bowles and the Springfield 
Republican: the man and his newspaper displayed a remarkable 
grasp of the true nature of the political problems with which 
the Lincoln administration was faced. They provided solid 
support and dispensed~nuine wisdom during the entire war 
period. 
During the war years, Springfield's citizens did much 
of an individual nature to support and care for their own 
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men in the service. By far the greatest effort, however, 
was made for the soldiers from other communities, who passed 
through the city on their way to their homes and hospitals. 
The local branch of the Young Men's Christian Commission, 
which organized, operated and supported the Soldiers' Rest, 
was responsible for this achievement. 
More immediately and practically important to the final 
result of the war was the production of weapons by the Spring-
field Armory. The enormous quantity of the rifled muskets, 
model of 1855, which was produced and used, and the clear 
superiority of this weapon over most of those previously 
. . 
available to the bulk of the soldiers, made this production 
decisive. The unfortunate aspect of this achievement lies in 
the fact that, had the Armory been allowed to do so, it could 
have mass-produced a more efficient weapon as readily as the 
one it did produce. 
In the course of fifteen chaotic and climactic years, 
almost unconsciously, Springfield had changed. Its industrial 
character had become firmly fixed. The large increase in the 
foreign-born segment of the population, which had brought an 
·important new religion to the community, had permanently 
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destroyed the old nyankee,n semi-rural homogeneity. Growth 
in population and settled a~ea presented the corporate entity 
with a host of new problems, sociological and governmental, 
which were distinctively urban. And the Springfield Republi-
~ had acquired a national reputation, a burden which 
Samuel Bowles did not carry lightly. 
Finally, a great war had been fought over an issue that 
had been evaded for generations. The past had presented its 
bill, and the reckoning had been a terrible one, for Spring-
field and the nation. Springfield h~d played its part in 
the development of the prewar crisis~ and had carried its 
full share of the burdens of the war. In the whole perform-
ance, there was nothing of which to be ashamed; there was 
much of which to be proud. 
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John F. Mitchell Abstract of Dissertation 
SPRINGFIEID, lViASSAC HlJSErTS, AND THE CIVIL WAR 
In 1850, Springfield, the most important town in Western 
Massachusetts, was growing rapidly as a result of the indus-
trial opportunities provided.by the recent completion of rail-
road connections with Boston, New York and Albany. The com-
munity was largely of old New England stock, and was made up 
of people who were moderately conservative in their political 
convictions. Slavery_was generally disapproved, but aboli-
tionism was likewise unpopular. John Brown had just left the 
community, his three-year residen.ce.having had no marked in-
fluence on the town or its citizens. 
In the presidential campaign of 1852, the Springfield 
Daily Republican, a newspaper which accurately reflected the 
community•s opinions, expressed decided disapproval of 
slavery, opposit~on to continued agitation of- the issue, and, 
at the same time, resistance to further aggression by the 
Southern proponents of the institution. Two years late~, 
Springfield Daily Republican editor Samuel Bowles, moved to 
action by the passage of the Kansas-Nebraska Act and the 
decay of old party loyalties, began to exert all his influence 
to help establish a new political party which would have but 
one major policy: opposition to the further extension of 
slavery. The successful establishment of the Republican 
party in Massachusetts by 1856 was, in part, attributable to 
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his efforts. 
During the next four years, the community became con-
vinced that slavery was the most important political issue 
of the period, and likewise it became confident that the 
Republican party would soon achieve control of the national 
government. Since SpringfieJd citizens refused to credit 
Southern threats of sece~sion, they expected an early and 
satisfactory settlement of the slavery controversy. 
When the war came, Springfield bore its full share of 
the burden. The military units most closely connected with 
the community were the Tenth, Twenty-Seventh, Thirty-Seventh 
and Forty-Sixth Massachusetts Infantry Regiments. These 
regiments performed well in the field, and the first three 
had high casualty rates. More than 2500 Springfield men 
served in the armed forces during the war. 
At home, Springfield's most important. contribution to 
the welfare of the soldiers was the establishment of the 
Soldiers' Rest. This was a center where comfort and medical 
care were dispensed to soldiers who, on their way to their 
homes in various parts of New England, came through this im-
portant railroad junction in great numbers. Thus, Springfield's 
greatest effort in aid benefited the soldiers of other com-
munities. 
Not only was Springfield strong in its support of the 
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war eff?rt; it firmly supported the Lincoln administration 
as well. Although there was a minor current of anti-Lincoln 
radicalism which found expression in the Springfield Daily 
Union, nevertheless all the major controversial policies of 
the Administration were supported by the community, and even 
the Union abandoned its criticism by December of 1864. 
One of Springfield's most important contributions to 
victory was the production by the Springfield Armory of near-
ly a million rifled muskets, model of 1855. The Armory began 
the manufacture of this musket on a small scale on the eve 
of the war, and increased production to a peak rate of 26,000 
per month by October of 1863. This industrial achievement 
might have been applied to a more modern weapon, but for the 
conservatism of the successive Chiefs of Ordnance. 
Thus, having played a part in the development of the 
prewar crisis, Springfield made significant contributions 
during the war in military service, in care for the sick and 
wounded soldiers, in political support of the Lincoln admini-
stration, and in the production of essential weapons. 
At the warts end, Springfield rejoiced briefly, and then 
mourned deeply the death of the President whom it had faith-
fully supported. 
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